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INFIZ BT fE d O 4EPETR IS R A

KW 4T

POEXX? THER?

(VLG R O 2 s 2 TP RS A LS B TR B, M A 330022)

W E QEEZNCESZSCHERTFELNETLER, QLKA NS B P XELE TS TENHER. Q
S Fe B AT RAF R T TR R, REMAHEANEMLI LML, BEZEI SE. HEIE
Z B MBI B — M. 0-1 B SLFLF A RBIRAFIE R Q SR, Q MRS Z A Tk
AR ERN ., AU B BNk AR, Q EMHF T AR, ATk EE . BA LA
W QMR AE SN RIS WA T Q 4B, AR R Q R B B A MASEENTR

XEWR AW, QEME, BHLEM, TEMK, FMHENR
HEES B84l
1 5§ bR, BT ERL MM G254 ik, &4

NS W AN 20 BT 2 5OV AL B A 2
G . INAZWIT M T 2 8 T #E I
(educational assessment) , 4 #ll ¥ fii (psychiatric
evaluation) . %99 PR Kl (disease etiology detection)
4 (Gu & Xu, 2020, 2023; Xu, 2017), WFT &
R(ESLHE 4, 2020; Toprak, 2021; von Davier &
Lee, 2019), INAIZWIfE 2 2] RG22 F 555012
W, R SO BEIR AR, AR KRN B 43
B 55 2 B2 W, A6 TR 1 Il AR e 55 ms RN BRI 50
B, HEHEF T 5 MR BB RO
T AR K FEE HEAE M . Tatsuoka (1983, 1995,
2009)FRSEHEH T QHFE, L4 Q)¢ = (@), HIT
R Q= 1 RO IEFEE I H | &2 ERE
k, qu=0&mIH | AEAERMEK . @ ]
T 3R [ R figk e 5 78 v T 5% 2 09 0 A A U
(Fiae . AR, B G R IR B
FRHFAIF (Tatsuoka, 2009). @ 4 FFEIAHIAE Y Y IE
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FAIZ5 B B B3 E 4 (Rupp et al., 2010),

Tatsuoka (2009)#2H Q FiFEFRIE, Friftser
A% 1) R N7 WL SR AR X 5V TE RN RS =2
I BFIR R . RARSHHERINEER, A2
WP A REAR 4 B 7 D 0 | 8 AR 280 S g A =
HEWTAPUIRAS o BRR T FEA LU R A7
5 — Fh =X, 7E % 2 (conjunctive) 3 JE %
(disjunctive) A T, 38 1o 15 BHAR B2 A% X
VA A G A N7 T 3 O EE R, B R U] 2 ] ST 1Y
i JR i & BB # (Boolean description function;
Tatsuoka, 1991, 2009), J& ¥ )2 4 7 & (attribute
hierarchy method, AHM))#Y 28 (B AR s b 4 =X
(Leighton et al., 2004), #f & Mt A& 517
(deterministic inputs, noisy and gate, DINA; Haertel,
1989)F1#ff 7 14 A M 21 (deterministic inputs,
noisy or gate, DINO; Templin & Henson, 2006)#%
R A WAL, FES B R 52K 07 v
AR W AT (R AR AL 55, 2017, 2023; 4501
45, 2018; {E3CX, THE 4, 2015; Chiu et al.,
2008, 2009; Chiu & Douglas, 2013; Chiu & Chang,
2021), LA K 1R ZS [a] 38 1Y 1) 1 ok 41 (problem
function, Heller et al., 2015, 2017; Heller, 2022), 5§
iy R W B US| Y SIS Ty i VA S IRV
AL T HRHE ST E RN Z SRR, i
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J I DINA (the generalized DINA, G-DINA; de la
Torre, 2011)BE &Y | X £ 28 P A 112 W 455 7Y (the
log-linear cognitive diagnosis model, LCDM;
Henson et al., 2009) F1HE 5 fb 5% 7 (the general
diagnostic model, GDM; von Davier, 2008)%

Tatsuoka (2009)I\>fy, 7EJ& Ml B, an S
B Q HIFEE K B2 Bk A AT 25 — 14k
TV M ) A, 3 A A R A A R R B A S A
o, Ay 2K ANEPLR S 5 2 AN AR R A
——XFNJE AR . Chiu 55 A (2009) 4 Hi £ 2 HL A AR
MEr)se 4 @ SRS, IR TN e W g 14
o i RE . SRR, fEREZREMT,
TR R A (2009)4¢ Hh A3 % FTIA M M I E2E Q 41
MEtlE& . Chiu 58 A, THRSEANAILLUS —HIE
AWFTE Q HFERLE, st Q M (the
structured Q-matrix) fl 3F &5 #5 1k Q@ 4F & (the
unstructured Q-matrix) [ 5 £ K FAH O [a] (T B
K %, 2022; Chiu & Chang, 2021)., Q [+ I
JE Pk B BIAF A TR R R, FRoNEik 0 M
M, PR AELEMIE Q@ HilE . AR s (B BLg iF
FEWIAAL — BT e % Q FiFE (Heller, 2022). B
TORIETAE @ FEFESL, Hh 2 e —Jm HE 7K
AR IARINAKE, F2RCHEZME 0
TR (B, WAL, 2015; TR, BIF 4,
2015, TRER, JEX X 4%, 2015; &k 4,
2016)S £ H Q@ HHE BT Y tA HI2 Wi B A 5 Ty 12
(Chen & de la Torre, 2013; de la Torre et al., 2022;
Karelitz, 2004; Ma, 2022; Sun et al., 2013; Zhan et
al., 2020, 2023).

O BN HS Wi g b oy i
M (TR %, 2011, 2019; Liu et al.,, 2016;
Madison & Bradshaw, 2015; Tian et al., 2020; Tu et
al., 2019) B 5024 H BT & 0 J@ 1, RI g
TR Q BT RN 5 W ), R IA 2 W B A%
L:TE45 (Leighton et al., 2004), Tatsuoka (2009)#2
5> Q HEFE U THE S IAFIZ Wl B S il . 2% Q
FEMEAE N — RS Q FERF BT, X T4 e g ek
1% B A FZAE ] . DeCarlo (2011)7E 53047 43 5008
BRI KRB, Aoes 0 FEFF TR ™ E 32
(), W4 Q HEFEBITHA Y, M5 il 7e B s
B L RNFEREERAMERFLS. THE
FANQOINWIFR K, e Q (R T — ]
IHERR) EARSE % @ FEFF AR AR R 20%

DL F . Tian %8 A (2020) & BL5E 4 Q@ MRS
] 12 W 43 25 B A (%) 43 28 o B K . Madison Al
Bradshaw (2015)Lb# T AN Q JH BRI 1% 4325
R, M AL 0 M, AR
JE M T 1 Rk 2 WY Q HEBE(EAE Q HEFE)
ESEATT R RS . 8 P U A
15 B2 7 T ¥ B U] A 35 Kuo 58 A (2016)11] 5k
N, ELMEBEIEREEWT, BTN EiTE iR
SR S Wi bR B, PRGSO MR SE
£, BRI T HRA T E AR S .

O R TTHA 5IANFZ WA B 51 (] A 2
AR T — S B A G . SR T AT R,
ST B S B — UG TR O W 4 SR B SR,
RS ] 5 HA S R A A (Gu & Xu,
2019b), Q JHEFEATE& o AN PLRAS ML, AP
1 W A — SN 28 h 2 RS I R S HUR AT
PO, 22 Q WA THAT RG], A2
A5 7 3R 5] ] J51 FL A 5 1 (DeCarlo, 2011; DiBello
etal., 1995; Liu et al., 2013; Maris, 1999; Xu, 2013;
Xu, & Zhang, 2016), 7£ DINA ##&I T~ Liu % A
(Q013) RS B T A M SHE AT Q HFE 151
B 454, Chen % A(2015). Xu Fl Shang (2018)%
BT W HSEC AR 0 JEFEA B0 54 S A,
Al Q MEMEP R A E WA AL S 4. Xu
FENA 2013 FERS—HLE TN B R 2
ORI [ RRATF 5T

O FEREAELEMRAE . MBI BRI |
W RE T mAEAEEEM, FHIEZHRE
KINRAWSE Q FEFEFISH IS T R SR, 2
H T = A5G 1Y SCHREE AR 51T . A8 SCH s At 3R
W15 4 Q AEREES RN, TV M AR N |
ESHOrE . RS E] RS B H I HEZE T 5
O MFE, T AR AR B TP L T REALE
3 7 0 56 AR M R T . @ SEIE R ST FIARRE
TN Wi 56 4 45 45 07 T A0 N A, SRR e SR
RITC X AHAR LT @ R MG 2R AN T 9% 19 A ok
J7 1l

2 QEMEE

21 HBEMEERENTER Q%R
211 =& Q%R

TEJB PR MIAAAE B TR E R I, 11— 2 RRE
FERENE 2 LR 1, MRS 0 M,
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ZEEN 2 MWEHLMMUERE 1, BUBRER
1 2 KRG Q@ HFEDEE 1 51 &5 2 41,
B 18 g, PIOCRBIR T TE 2 91 g, W ITG
%, Mgy =4, - Tatsuoka (1995,2009)7 2 Q 4
B T] R0k 8 M ]S g OC R AN AR G5, FH LR D
T 3841 Q JE % (sufficient @ matrix) I HES

EX 1 (F4r QM)A E K AEW. B
(1] 119 51 e 56 2R B HOG I B AT SRR R, W
Oy, WIF 1) 38 1A % 3R /N G &R LT DA
ATTIRHERE R, TUFRIXAS @ FEFEXT BTt ey N
FIAHIB I ) ik B0 a0 0 RN
R PE IR Sy 30 0 R

F4r Q HEFERT TR S R A Bk,
oA 00 55y O T A Y A A R P, AT
T 0 6 ) 25 R R
212 FEHWBE QEE

AW O FE M2 2 T A 6 F1 R AR S X Ry
[] — A FRAE K W A2 (Tatsuoka, 2009, p.104), 5
[ — A~ B AR Sz AR XA X 0 14 SRR S R S5
XK X AR IEFBRAFNE DA AMPRE
AT, DTS W2 W i R, 2 B0 56
T E A 10 s B A B, X e R, T
B B A (2009 T IR 52 J@ M 2 R 45 TS Q
FEPEU TR R, F T A S A UK S S AR e B A
K——XR KR, THE . BIHIHEANQ012)LL K
TR RHAQOLIDINHFST 0 MM Afed A
PURS &L S BB RRAE S —— XX R
110
01 1
1 01
I E B R/ R AT LU= AR W kA RE R=1
S50, FIUIR A (000),(100),(010),(001) 78 1 =4~
TUE by BEAR SN A4 (000) o BN It )
IR R RSB BT, TR ESEA
I TRE QO MEMEMMES R ILZW R &M (T
PR %, 2009, 2010; THR %, 2011; THE,
B 5, 2012, TR, HE3CL 5, 2012),

EX 2 GUE Q Ml PR FIFEAR 2
MR Z ] ——XT R Q0 HIEMRARE Q
M,

EIR 1 I O %E M LA R IRAE M R b TR 24
BSR4 5 (Qs) HF AN ] A 1 RUAR 25 5% g

i, gL mIEEA T Q= ,

AN ) (1 FRAR S R AR

WR T Q FEFEATHUR D, WK S Q3
M, flan, HaeELtsity E=(1->22->3}, K
100
110
111

SR EZ SR 4 B R A B BHLAR R A A
BAHF

TH R AQ016)7E 0-1 ¥4 HIgtEZ A
AIAMESME Rt —2hie TR 1, FKIE T
LSRR PR P AR IR 28 1 AT B A
XA ITEN 0-1 19 0 FikF, XM HACY WA
ARG AT A AT AR ME R T TE @ JERGAT Il i
52 AT AR E B 1 B, %EEA
BN EEEAMUOR S5 Q XA, nf
TR PR SRy 1R B (0 I 56 @ R I A ol b A R Ay
TOHMB(THE 4, 2017; FBEK 25 2019),
DR Sy iy 7 285 F T ) 3 R R A A R R % AL R
WOE P 1 J2 Chiu % A(2009)5 1 H 1 B4
213 BRTHTRES Q5EMK

Xt [l e i 22 A @ R I H, 0-1 P44 HE
B EREE, MEBYITH S EEREEE
o BETLZHRIESMRH UK ZHIERTE) 2
A EWE MBI S, TRREMPIFEAN
(2012), TR R AITESC LS A(2014) LA K T # R AN
B I5 5 N (2014) 51X R [ & 1 )2 s W4t 17—
T2 PPN 7 R 764 Q FEFF M T vk . R
Tatsuoka (1995), #tE 75 FI T R (2009), H i
FV(2012) py BRAR s AR TR 2, BN TRR
Ba(drmaE)WHAETH j EEES%ET
JI AR H ()RR, BT (@) =q;a" o FIPUIR
B o 8K 7E B A5 oy B AR R N AR
M) =Qa" . 7EJ@MEAH T ML, WIR Q Ml N
BBk, RIS AR 44 5 HUAR R N A 4R
Z A —— e o X LA g —Fh e R, R
rank(Q) =K , WAF7E K Bl FRE @, AU
ML EVSUN I'(a) 0, T
WH 0 K i, ﬁﬂxay[rﬂaj—{gja _
o, N Qm, #Hazra, WA M@= (),
W T(a) = T(a)) - BN, fEEEMEMSIE, 0=

{iﬂ,4¢ﬁm%§%ﬂﬁﬁmﬁﬁﬁ%%

0=R"= HFEERTEHF Q M,
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0011
0 1 1JO

FEMMST 2540 R, @ MR R 5 i B A LIRS
e 5 PRAR R AR A 22 IR 1 — — B S A AR A%
o R U R AP, B0k @ Y 1T 4K
DRFET Ko (B, XA R E g s nt,
5 ok 7 BEHEBR A A5 5 8 M 2 Gl A i i UIR A,
B BRI A E R & TR R, EXUMEPIF
(2014) 45 T ARB BT FeA TE 28 @ FH M B9 AT X RE
FARLE B A A S R AR . W R Q
R P9 4 28 e 72 e (A R R R ) R (P45 A 4
B, MR R A 2 R G R, AR
A B L M ) 8 2 A TT AR At 5E 4% Q
FE R

Bilm, HERWEEH E={1-52,1-3}, Q=

110 110 101
0, - 0, - .4 AR
&o J& Ll J& Lll] I

0 1 1 1 1
RE o =|0],a) =|0],0; =|1|,a; =|0|,af =|1
0 0 1 1

0
16 Q. @ Fl @y I FH A8 Sz i A5 XA [ 3 il

(I'((0,0),T°((0,1)), T'((1,0)), (1, 1))) = (

—_

ﬁ 1 21 ? (0121 ﬂ

, F
01122 01223
01122 . .
&1 223}ﬂgﬁ%¢mﬁgﬁm,mg

1 Qy J 5% Q FEI: o I ] B AR AR 2R AL 55 W 2 485 051,
A Leighton 55 A(2004) 3CHE LI TEZE# 5

Fan, HA R DA — A2, R 2
BIGEH, Me={1-2,2-3}, 0=[1 1 1], 4 4

0 1 1 1
0,a, = l|,a, =
0 0

0 1
0 1
B A S S R (D(ey),T (), T(0),
[(e,)=(0,1,2,3), Q HIEATH QMIFELTHR O
FE R
TR RN 545 (2014) 4 T W s (i k25
BRI G G ) T 56 & @ MRk d ik, Jf H
S O M AT EOE 155 T IS AT LT
EAE. 22T 0] B MR A AR o 3] 4 1 R
(invert pyramid)fl“4: 75 (pyramid) ) & & (L
IR 4%, 2019; Liu, 2018), 5 T {8 T Hff, Krlisl
TR R e CFE 22 T8 L A T M B 9 — s TR

MRS a = 1 Q

aa3 =

RS (PRI T IR — 4530), T B33 f AR A 75 5E
% O FEFF R A A iU S SE 4 Q HH G .
Bihn, e e={152,2-53,2—>4,3/4>5,

M 11000
556}, Q= T AR
; &Q_llll 1J o
o] 17 [ [ 1] [1]
0 0 1 1 1 1
0 0 0 1 0 1
alT:O,a2T=O,0%T:09“I:Oa“5T:laag:1’
0 0 0 0 0 1
0] 0] 0] 10] 10] 0]
-
1
1 I .
of =| || 15 @ LB IS 2 B 3R 6 I 5590 0 T =
1
i

G: 2 ig,Q%%égﬁ%oE%
Wesg R g PE 3 A 4 AT A E 3,
214 ZEZEHS Q%K

I, AR E KR
BIARRIAEIK T, Briggs % A (2006, 2012)5E X
AT R PH R P HBER A FRAR 438 S AN RN
IR o U5 HE B IRFRR (2022 52 ) A
U2 B (7~9 BN PUTE N BB R & T
R 2 IE WA A & . BRAREAT DU T2 A & K
HEHMLZHIEZBIPKER . BHWEHUEHFEITIY
TE B B E BRAE . ZH B M T LA Y 2
FaRJEHERAKFE, W0, 1, 2, 3 3 RIRRRE
7. T, BRAEER,

ARV H % R — J& M A K SR SRS AH
[[l, W —AE Q HiFFEA BEAR i Mz w3 H Hh [l —
J& M B X B K BOA UK R R 22 5, JFHE
% 1) R e 3k R P T PR R R AN B R AN (4l kL
EoaSEURMEGTZ, I HRTERENZ RS
WHEMEAE), XA O MR E R Z1E 0
e, SRE R AE LN ZEEH:(Chen & de la
Torre, 2013), W] LAFE T 00 30 3% 31 AT S8 60 % 4 ik
TR A o o SR AR I H . 52 —{E S &
Q HEFEIIE %, Sun 2 NQOI)EIT &L HIET
SCHE B A 5175 (GDD-P) IR SGHE H T Z{H7T 4 0
ik, ZETs Q MEETT LUH TR K %5
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FE, AL AFUIR A 5 B AR S A 2 — — X R 56
(TR, B2F 4 2015 THE, T30 %,
2015; Sun et al., 2013), M fii i SEELK & 1 DL K s
PEIRSF (X 43, 3 T 48 e 0 S oA 30 5 T S 45 4
RO (BRHE, TRACUE, 2015). ZMHITST O MRF Tk
T AR AR B ik A i . ZEII] IR R S
A T R R R 0 A e S L A 5 e T 2 LR DG AT
F(EYE 5, 2018; THR, PIF 4, 2015; &
ik 4E,2016) BB MAKEY I 0, 1,2 6=
ASIKAE, R TG B 4 M ST S A R R v S 2
o Q HFEBIF
WW,HE%WR{é

1200 [t 210
{0012}’&{0012}’
012001122
{000121212

0
1}, R,=0 =

0! = }ﬁ*@

JEARAE Sun AF A (2013)42 A J5 ¥4 th R, ZZFETIR,

TR R S 4 42 T LA 2 22 (8 97 5K 2 vk 1 45 3
(THWR, 2% 2 2015, TWR, T % 2015),

K
RIS EART (@) = Y Ajd 14,24,y » T
k=1

01 100T1T1T1:1
002000022
r, = r. -
B Ty 000111111*'192
00002020 2
01 100T1T1T1°1
0020000 2 2
YGIBES %
011112222,3&?171_%5%1‘&
00002020 2
) Q M AL TS 1Y @, H R TE/ O k%
. 11
WW,%@%WR{OJRfQ:

12 12] L (0121202 _
_0012}’QS_[000112J’%7KJEH
T B A Y, W Ty -
01 1111
002022

ST KRR Y 0, 2
Ollzzz,ﬂﬂﬂﬂl_jﬁl@ﬁ’]sz?E
002024

oy QFFE. R, SR Q HFERGIARBAR)S
PR R (E L 4, 2017), RVIMBR T4

4 B T 3 R T 5 0 R 5
@ R, R [;J i St @ .

H 4 gtk 2 ZORFERKF 2, HOdH sk
(e IR BOR W% TEEF T/KF 20
22 EBHFETEE QEHK
2.2.1 DINA #1 DINO =& T2 & Q 4K

Chiu 45 A (2009)7E #2 i A HIZ I s 1 T3 %L
o] 5 AT T EE S, S T AR UE DL M B
SRR A RIS T s, R BE A 56 K 8 i
S I S 0 b o B AT R 2R, X RO [R] R
RETIBYEF500 K 4E3818 7R R, BIMEIE
bt s R FAR] S TR UR 2 1 3
AP ), T AR TC B AL A (SR DRSS )
ST BT RS TR A PR A 554, Chiu A
(2009) NHRAE s R xR B4R 1 T 9846 @ SRR E
ESEIE = U

EX 3 MR @y, HFFREAS IX 73 A [R) I PUIR
A AR R AR S, WIFR Q0 R 5E %, R
DINA AR 51 AL 16 it T (@) = T(a') 28
FTa=d (T@)=T(@)=>a=d),

EE 2 0« FHEHEZEALGHAY I frh e
e e, e HAATI I, Hd e KoRH k A0
JLE N1, o 0 BB

Chiu %5 A (2009)7F DINA I35 5 2% 20 3%
MR (0<g; <l-s<1,j=12,--,d)f Q JEl%F
SEAE AN, UE BT T AR B AR RO &
(a#a )TEN 5 b8 M 53 Bie) i 09 S5 AR A

J J
HHE T(e) = E(ZYijqjk |‘1J # E[ZYijqjk |a'] =T(@),
j=1 j=1

IHESL T DINA BRI ANS W M 43 25 Be
(the asymptotic classification theory of cognitive
diagnosis, ACTCD), R[JZU IRy ik M U 464
BT Toos i, DS b v E ) = Y SRS 4
RUMEAR 1 5HAEIETEREITH
222 —RUIANMISEIRB T & Q %MK

hTKAESBO AT TS S —
KIS WA Bt TAERE M 72 % Q FEIFHES
JEAE AR SN 25 A R A B0, — AL A N2 s
RUIE B B S A RO, TRA TR E
UG PRI BE X7 TFAS R OR35S0z 19 2%
PRI ) i 0 250, BT BRI — A 2
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RN 5245 Q JE MR 454 . Chiu Al Kohn (2015a,
2015b), K6éhn Fl Chiu (2017)3 T-HITHAIR T a £EI
0 SR N A S(a)=EX |a), HHT5E% O
R 1) Sy — P — g R SRR R, B S(a) =
S(@)=a=a . {E DINA BB FMBHE | i
B Sj(@)= E(Y; la)=(1-5) g, ¥
B oM, M A W H L osj=g;=0, It
Sj(@)=T(a) . Chiu fl Kéhn (2015b)ET 5% 0
S P4 — et 52 SURT DINA 5 DINO 58 H Ay
FEFYF 52 (Chen et al., 2015; Liu et al., 2011, 2012),
IEM T DINA 5 DINO B8 [y i i 2 o) 4% 1
0 9; <(1_Sj)<1 T, 05« FEMESE A M H AL Y
J TR e,e,, e 1T H, [FIEF, 755 T
DINO # 5 N\ 2 W Bk o 25 38

Chiu Fll Kéhn (2015b)MR¥5 5 % Q@ 4 M4 — ek
FE S, AT — AR A 02 i B R (4D
G-DINA, LCDM. GDM)ak#F E500 faifbil g
W2 (41 R-RUM ., NIDA %) Q % M 58 45 1 78 45
E- S G O 1 L < N A 7 N < T 2 O
(identifiability of the proficiency classes), Jf H.1
S AN FIS Wi R R (7 2 2R He . 7E =
FK—ANAIZ W R, 5 Q 4 AL & sy
MRF R SR O MFFR TR S, I B A BIF B
BEARELA(Chiu & Kohn, 2015a; Kohn & Chiu,
2017), 7 G-DINA #H I H S8 e kT 0 Hi e
WERIAPERE, @ RS & BT Akt & s

01 1
SERE, (HOPARJREAA B, @=|1 0 1|7
110

G-DINA, LCDM, GDM 5T BA 5241k
It O JEFFFEAL 5 A8 AN IR AL N AN HA e 4%
P, FLAn(000), (100), (010), (001)AATIRSB], 4]
W, WIS @ MR E AN IEMITH, £
AU E N S B TIREF O MRS &Pk AR 147
HE,

SEAE Q I AT R [ AR S 1 1 28 0 )
wARE, X F— BN HS Wit B8R 1) J& o
Fagun RO RS ES . MRS
1 FH TIAFS Wi B R 5845 @ JH FER 25 i) — Ff
J7¥:(K6hn & Chiu, 2017, 2018), 7E A-CDM F i
i QHERE 5%, TEa=a I, HAHE T(a)=T(d) -
X T BN B T X0 T 43 i b (SRR
R e ) E AR, ATRCR Y KB T

B AT 2 K RS (Chiu et al., 2008; Chiu
& Kohn, 20152, 2015b), M 1S 78 I x 2K (44 FE
0. =(0. Q) . # QW& | AT B i, U4
0. Mo JAT5ET Q R j AT, B4 Q, hER
FrA TR 5k IE LT U it Wy, = Y0,
Lo o B Tyg(a) = EWoyg | @) = E(W, W) | @) =
(T(a), T(a)) - T Q FEFESE& LT, FAPIAA
FHPUR S (a = a' )T Ty(a) = T(a'), S8 k&M
T3 B i AR T () # Ty (@) o
224 BHEBREMTEMLTE QER

X3 FF A TR TR S TR 350 5 RN 11 % 4 301 22
moE Ry, B TR R )RR T
DINA #5%I (faiC 9 DINA — AHM)#I5¢ % O % 4 5
PR @R Z ] St 06 R ] B MR s i =
N, JE MR R R T B S A e R T ]
B4 R %7~ (Leighton et al., 2004; Leighton &
Gierl, 2007)., Kohn & Chiu (2019)%c7E X T &4 K
Ko fT A H B ORI B S U R M A
H = {1 | R YR S8 MR B e ek e de vk U kY, 6
WHAHTREMEZHGEM T RAREMN R
Ey =V € (IR XRG4 R A o IC 5 A
f:{EpEza"'sEK} &E%?%ﬁh—\'}?ﬁ% @J%%
L=P(F), W LIEWH (LS 2% &K
(complete lattice), £y 8 FR N 4544 10 15 7 J8 1 &5
[4] (the restricted, or “structured” latent attribute
space; Kéhn & Chiu, 2021), Cai 5$(2018), Kéhn il
Chiu (2019)% 51|78 FRAE S5z 7 A5 X 2 30 28 Jsz g A5 =X
F, B T DINA-AHM F&Mb5E& Q M/
RS, R AT R R MR S T AT S A JE
[a] & E,E,, - E,
225 EHEMUTE QERK

TIN5 @ i AR 5 2 A I 500 S i =2 I 4%
Bribokny, JFETEHIL R 2 R A e 5 R kit
1, EAR AT RN T8 AT A D Y JE M2 A,
U R T Jo 45444k @ J R .Kéhn F1 Chiu (2021)
%317 DINA-AHM F 45441k Q S B X £, 564
(T B A S AT 4 E)LE, -, Ex 4100 148
M E", Hrf e <E <E.(k=12,K), THEKE
N (2022) ¥ ET R B SE M BY 0 BE B R
ISE <R . E—BALNHZHBR T, Jo2h
b Q WM E THM EW RH &N FI 50,
e RT — 1 AT A JC R Z Al m (AR AR o0 2 A,
Hid u={E":I<E <R"} , W W B % 1
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I<E <R WTH E WEKES. THREZA
QO22)IEWI T (1,<) B A /KK, (u,v,n) AR
EAHER, H (u,v,A) 5 ({0,1™, v, A) [ .
23 HMIRZEERTH—REMEMNES O

o] 3

Heller (2022)%1 13125 M HE T 5E4 Q 4
MERY M LS5 IS AT T S 5B, SaTm e
M ST 2548 S PR A MR TR, ARZS (B S T
565 Q HEFFE & T — WM as # . Ihsr 2544
R M2 R T PRS2 E X 3 I B 5 E
P, T — e M A R R BRI 8 SR A
RIE M LA T AR, e Q MR A MtA
IR . 1 SE5] A— & a5 i — Ao
BERBMEES S={,234 MBS =
{1-52,2v3—4}, A} AND-OR [E R, HX
(4 BT A T RE B MR R R M RTINS @ A
535k

oS = O O
S = O =
[ = =
—_ O = =
—_ = O =
_— e e

1
1
1
0

00011 J

HEE M HE BRI £ AT X B 4 A 48 1 RE 1 4
t, Bl c={>,{1},{3},{1,2},{1,3},{3,4},{1,2,3},{1,2,4},
{1,3,4},S}, R HIEEMW] T 4E (C o) Fon o HF
TR, B )R RS X R AR S X 2R
FIfia% 8], 1 AND-OR s ¢ s %
P, TR S AN E A, A {124 N{34)={4}eC o
Q W57 ) 1 BT X R 35 H 4E 98 Q= {a,b,c,
d,e f,g}, ML Q FEREXF N I REMLS 7:Q —
25742}, W r(@=1{1}, r(b)={L2}, (0)={3},
r(d)={12,4} , (=34, «(f)={2}, (9=
{4y o BREL p:C —2°, FEEEWHNT, %
Cel, pl©)={qeQ:7(q9)cC}, WH p@)=9T,
pih={&, pBH=ic, piL2H={@bf}, p({L3})=
{ach, p({3,4})={ceg}, p({,23})={abcf},
p({L2,4})={ab,d, f,g} , p(L3,4})={aceg} ,
PS)=Q . A ={p(C):Cer} F M M P 45
(knowledge structure), X 07 - H AR 2 o7 A 2

JEM se SHE T & L AMm)FHE (C.c)h C

S o o =
S O = =

11
01
0 0

—_ o O

1
1
0

— o O
S o = O
- o o O

pmm}

AL s BT E (4 A ) BY % /) JC (minimal
element), BN, s=1HYJETH {1}, s=2 BTN
(12}, s=3MEF R (3}, s=4 WJRF N {34} A
{1,2,4}, B2 A @V XoF B 1) 45 S - 4y A5 1l 2=
AP 45 3 FL A S8 P U B B (the matrix of the

basic attribute patterns):

-0 O = O
—_—— O O
_—_= 0 O O

0
TE— MR PELEH, BT BUR TR R R (W€, 1
B, EEYEEHEE T BT IE 5 R A MR R M
SRR N RE IR (Q,S,C,7) AT U]
I LB A R U ol i BT RN
p:C —> 29 JE A S IR FEAS[R) J8 P 45 F R B A ST
NS A FTANFE, T 5% 51 Heller (2022)
SO E SR S AR AE, ARSI S E L, AR
[ PE S5 4 R ¢ 4 @ L i 0l J2 1 AR SR 1

EX 4 TEESAENMRRRE IR (Q,S,C,7)
T, & SCFA A

(1)W-C %f4(the witness condition), XfFAE
BRET AcC, #IFAEqe QWL r(q)= ACHH T
WA B,

(2)W*-C £5f4(the starred witness condition),
X FAE BB T AeC, #WAAETE qeQ WL
T (q) = AGkh e E S R A

(3)WW-C %5 (the weak witness condition),
MFEERT AeC, HAEqeQWHE r(gcA.

(4)swW-C 2&{4(the strict weak witness condition),
FEMs e SHENRT A, #FTEqeQ R
ser(q)c Ao

(5)IC 41 (the identifiability condition), X
& C.CoeC, W2 Ulr(@:r(@ = CL.qeQ}=
Uz(@:7(@ =C.0eQ=C =C,

EHE 3 7EEHEMINER G IR (Q,S,
Co)F,

(1) M JE 55 Br A T RE L VF R R PR, 2
O FEFEALE T M JE R B A B PER A RE B (4
N W-C Z50F), W @ REFE 56 % (FE 43 5% A1),

Q)% M R N & B 5 BE (the incidence
matrix), BI&A 2517, O MR/ MAELME 0
R I A PR B (R 1 A L ST I 1 B A



%ol

RENEL &5 RS WIPAG b Q JE M BRI L2 1 1017

PEREEFE B )o

3 ()RR T A QMR TS
Mo RN Q MR BEA TR MU B D TE
R4, B Q JEREWE R W-C & A, BLRt a4 p ol
R, BIRT S ¢ SEAER N AR E A T L R
(BPAnSR e x, yEA, Hx#y, #H p (x)#p (v), M
PR £ A F B RYEGD. L W-C &R Q3
W58 £ 850 25 A, (RIE DA ZEA A filln, 76 fE 1t
BREEMT, SRR Q M NS QM
ARSI Q JEIF). X @ MEFFIEATAIR, |
O HEFEMBL R R R R A (S 0 JE
M), BB b EXMH. Q0 MITESR
{a,b,c,d,e f,g}, Kk Q HFEMTT STTRIN B, W
RSEH O JEFER TR AT A5, JF HoW e T 45 44
(G o) 5 (L, ) M, XUt NS RE p #T
M C B A G R

EIE 4 A5 M R R R )2 g A5 L]
RAEFEN ROYBITA W AR E MR, 0 MR E A&
4 76 B 2% A @ I X I A B 0 B @ (K A J
R EEFK ST v m e Ab 4, B RE W-C
S S A IR ML B RT TR

45185 Kohn Al Chiu (2021)45 Hi ) DINA—
AHM T 454k Q MiFEXT £, 584 R 55 1R HH
W, HEZAT N —MEETA.

EIE 5 & M AT REE MR B A R (—
WEE548), B M X R FEAS TR A U B, A
O JERESE4, WX B R EAT I 7 b, #AFLE
q; € Q i 1E q; < b (WW-C 51F).

BEEETS Ry — A5 T S84 Q JR MR LB A1,
T 51 H—ME T (Heller et al., 2017)3 1 & A&
T A BN, S=1{1,2,3,4},Q={ab,c,d},z(a) =
24, 7(b)=3},7(c)={1,2,3} , =(d)={23,4} , C=
(D,{1,2},{1,3},{2,3},{3,4},{1,2,3},{2,3,4}.8} , #
s=1 R TH {1,23,{1,3}, s=2 WJET K {1,2} F
2,3}, s=3 MR T A {1,3}, {23} F1{3,4}, s=4
B R TR (3,4}, i z(a) < {1,2},7(b) < {1,3},7(b)
(2,3}, 7(b) < (3,4}, BDili B2 wW-C &/, B, 7T
R N1 TR < O A ol i S OIS R A AR
A'={D,{a},{b},{a,b},{b},{a,b,c}.{a,b,d}.Q} ,
P({1,3}) = p({3,4})={b}, W HEE p 7 C K
R

EIE 6 # M MM R vl eE R H AT
B B K I (well-graded) & M 45 ¥4 CH 6 R A9 B2

25K C W R SDORE N AE S — k), O MERE
SERA I FEB LA Q JEFEWE B swW-C 454, BIX T
BAEME K, 00 E KM =1 B AT M Y
(FE—)/NICICA by, ARATAE ¢, € Q WL gy =1
Hqj<b.

T 222 ]G N AE > — BN RE 454 ¢
FR 4 BE 11 2% 2] 23 8] (competence learning space),
5 fe 5 > 23 [R)AH X I 1 Ja8 1 45 4 A 7T Bk o
RAF RS . 2 2161 P (learning smoothness)
g N —Fh e JTARE T L& it G B 2D BB A 25 4
AR Ak B E m A HRE . ) — Bk
(learning consistency )& $8 Ht—+ G AT DL 7E S 26 H,
b BE S Z B 2 2 JF i T2 .

1 000
1100
B, AW HLEHF, B={0 0 1 0],
001 1
1101
1000
. 1100/, '
Z8E Q) = e swW-C &1, fig
0010
00 0 1

ZE W h C={D,{1},{3},{1,2},{1,3},{3,4},{1,2,3},
{1,2,4},{1,3,4},S}, Rk Falmagne FI Doignon
(2011, p. 64) B E 1 4.1.7 rh &4y £ 05 (iii) AT 340
C R R 78 Q) - H In) R A A5 1) IR 454
N L={D,{a},{c},{ab},{a,c},{c,d},{a,b,c},{ab,d},
{a,c,d},Q}, HIIF KA p 76 ¢ RS, Bk
1 000
L1 00 . A
0,= 00 1 0 R swW-C &4, ¢ # 9,

001 1
b IR B e BT A5 R S R A0={D,{a},{c},{a,b},
{ac},{c.d},{a,b,c},{ab},{ac,d},Qb , 1M p({l,2})=
p({1,2,4)={a,b} , WIAIEREL p 7E C EAEHYT,

EH 7 A7 MR R A REJE MR (—
45K), Q FEFE A MR B R 2 1C &1,
X FAEEAFAT my,m e M, #IFAE q; € Q Wi
gy Emeqgy<mBiq £m.q<m .

B 4, S={1,2,3,4,Q={ab,cd},z(a)={2},
r(b)=3},7(c) = {1,2,3} , =(d)={2,3,4} , C={D,
{1,2},42,3},{3,4},{1,2,3},4{2,3,4}.,S}, &I IC &4F
FEX, EX C EBE hC)=U{r(q):7(q) c C.qeQ},
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Cel, MBND)=T, h({12)={2}, h{23})=
2,3}, h({34)=3}, h{123)={123}, h({234})=
{2,3,4}, h(S) =S, HRAIREGE ST REX A [F]+
£, N MRS HE L IC 44, 15 o MISenyn)
Bk p7E ¢ BT (Heller et al., 2017), 5 4h,
KRR 7 RS AKMEGEER D, A 0 M
S
®1 &HRTEEENFHRIE

%ﬂ*‘;‘i’iﬁ @ {12} 23} (34 {123} 234 S
o _ a b b a/b/c a/b/d a/b/e/d
1123 B b b c b/d b/c/d
23} _ a c d c/d
343 B c d c/d
{1,2,3} - c/d d
{2,3.4} - ¢
s _
AT m XRLHY C, ATHRA my XTRLEY my , T NI

FAr=, - MR A POR S T/ LU

24 RBEGAZIERTE® 0 %MK
WRASAELE W AR AR R S B AR 00 5 - AR
7553 ) i A BLAR pRRICRA 5, DU EY ) 3E00 . IR
L T 15 43 1) T2 RS R B5 ) WA 78 R )k LA
— B FARMERE (Xu, 2017), I HAKIFEE 1 p (1
AU BRI, Xu (2017) B A e 5E i@t 5l A T
FE R e S BT R B PE ), 45 R S 2 R
— AT R WELR UL, RS EAT
ESrEE ref0,, WE (0,p)=(O,p), #AH
T..(0.0)p=T, (0.0)p, NEE (©,p) ([P, F
W, 7€ DINA G2 3% F A% O B, B
O=(s,g)=(0,0), WLIAIYVURE « T H | BIE
WM 0, MBI T, , WO, =T,
WERAFAEPI DA RV PUIRE @ F o 750 55 i 45 T3
H & BB RAET, =T ,,Vies,
WT,00)=T,Q.0), H p,p, N iitsR
ARG
2.4.1 DINA, DINO B SH EZ RGN T E
&%
EBHOTIE F e & Q LSS e e N iL
Wik BT H S8 AE AL TR, TR A

IR SEU R T HF 2 180 o i 2 0 mT L3 R Ay
P9 4. Xu 1 Zhang (2016)53BI145 ) 1T )& 1
Sk DINA BRI S HL (s, g, p) WU B T 00 45
PR, (HARG M TE R, FEWH S
CHI, Q M52 p ZHECT IR FEEE A
5 AL R ST 45 Q JRMERSEL p v b
B 0 Q MR SE 4, BMEHIH S HE A,
RS p ZECR ARG, BN, 78 DINA #AF,
Q{éﬁ,ﬁﬁ%mﬁ%%m,wwﬂwﬁ@
(00),(10) 76 P f0_1- BLA7 A F) IE B VRS MR, ko
PN IR BT o5 BB T3], Xu F1 Zhang
(2016)7E @ PEMM A7 45 F 451 T DINA #ERIZHL
(s,g, p) ARSI FE AT 25, L I 265 R BfF 5% 2 vho
AL A IZZE S AT HE I W7 HAR S 7 4 F,
N AU T @ LRI H 43 5 B UE ) 5T
B, Gu Fl Xu (2019b)25 H T DINA #55 Al
XHEAEE DINO HEIZHL (s, g, p) FIR AN 72
%1

EE 8 /A &/ T DINA B (s, g, p)
FERE AT T A

(DI @ FEFE5E %, BN Q S B & B0 4 [

#EE%Q{;}%%@x

Q)% @ HFh A EIEEDHA 3 R (H

),

(3) Q" HVITE 7 Wi 51 X AN R (X 231
100
010
00 1], ..

%W,Q=Ol I%Eﬁiﬂ%ﬁﬁ%ﬁ,
101
110

AIAS BB 200 — BUh 11 (Gu & Xu, 2019a),
DL T 8B40 0, 1451 JG SR 4 Pkl DINA #5
TS K™ H% n] P53 (strict identifiability) ) 78 % 4%
#:(Gu & Xu, 2020), Gu Fl Xu (2021b)if & FLLA
=A% DINA R (Q,0, p) 4% 7l iR
M FEE SR, I H RN @ J B R 5¢ 4 i,
2F 8 p ARG Q@ ANEHRAN(EA Q HiFEAR
Al X 53).
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RENEL &5 RS WIPAG b Q JE M BRI L2 1 1019

242 BWATESHMIAMISETEE TR

o &G

B R 2 B 56 1 Q 4B FR AN 2 i
B P2 TR 454, Gu 1 Xu (2020, 2021a)HF5%
(0, p) #5315 (partial identifiability), 2345 H
O MR N SE R AR . B S EOARZ B
MR AY IR H S HE N, BR A SHO U A 7S
B R PR S B B SRR B T AT A
(separable), £ i S HOAHIZ W B R (35 H 2402
S, YR SR AR (3 < 2" ) AN AT B, (A
PUREFEM BN M SEOT G . 7 DINA i

F,Q{iﬂ,ﬂjﬁﬁ%WMZQLﬂﬁﬁ

A AE) = (0.1 = {(00),(10),(00,1;} , L7
O W b 1 BB R I RE 2B S T(Q.A(E) =

B ég H’HQA@»%1\3ﬂKﬂﬁ%#

H ay,a, MM SHAEE, I a,a, A AT X530
& F R — A2, WA EBUR A B & L
Py, » Py, AT

ATLLE SR B AR R A5 3 A A M B
AHEE, JUPH S HONHNI2 W R B AR 2 A S 8OR
AR, X S BB AR R, B A A — A
PURESFM B P S H WM PURE, MAEMSH
NS WAL, 33 P 0 UK 28 1 i A e 1) 12
A5, FECT R SAR S, DA A X
P HTFCIRAS B9 EE R TR0, B S B0E A o A
SHARTHG,

HHEREESEMWE=(1>2, M
A(E) =1{0,132\ {10} = {(00,(10),A 1)} , IR 4
E A(E) = {0,132 \ {10} = {(00),(10), (11)} B Ky To 2
IR =AM 28 AE) ={(00,01),(10),(AD)} , HAE
Q%L%ﬂﬁﬁ&ﬁﬁﬁ%u@&@%ﬁéi}
Gl G O - AN 3 1 8 O B |
Vi, Vi, >V, P ATHU

ML B AXER B, R0 H S5 E &

T, DINABERUAIURA 73 24 p ARESE 42U,

T ATBUR S SR 2800 i S 80w nT U . & PS4
0,0 MINFIZ Wi p-3 iR B 248 07,0 Fi
HIPURESEM MM SEy RG], mEPURE
SR SE p ARETE TN . 7RI H S EOCR A& A

T, Gu Al Xu (2020)3EH T p-# 433 14 378 43 2 AF,
L 45 R B 3% 2 s B A2,
243 ZSHEAMISHER g, —RATHRAIA
&G

IS BON S Wi R A AR RS R 4
WIZE, i ZSHONANS B R E L2 TR A5
RS FIETEZEMRAE, SO RS R 4
R FIBBRAEER 225, Gu Al Xu (2020,
20210) 45 5 % J& T 2 B H0NHNIS Wi L™ 5 1551
F1— B 3l (generic identifiability) & 7, 2% #E
I B — AL NS B R I HL45 N S Q
LB 24 3R 2% A1 <

[X >/ DINA #1 DINO < #4 7] ¥ 2y GDINA #5: #!
FARR ), Ry PRAIE 3 19 28 T Ak 1 455 180 2 50T L),
T, o« A or A1 2 2 2 BB A 2 0™ 6 AT Ui Y
%l VLGS AR SR 2 JEBE A3 FI A4 (Gu & Xu,
2020). fHIE, 4T, « AATESH, ZSHHRT
PRI O Y HITUIR S S5 M 28 PO [R) n RUIR 2
() TE AR VBB R TT AAS AR ), 0 S50 p-iff
SRR ANRE BN T 2 280808 . i Gu
Ml Xu (2020, 2021b)HZSEON KL WA 5| A
T T AR, IR T SRR 2 h
FEPR AS DL R A8 o e i TG B

EE 9 ELBHIMT, (0,p) AT

WAIE R 870 2R P -
[ % .. %
2 * ] *
me=lole=|. . " li=L2, Hi
0 -
*T] 0 i 1;

QTESIE 1 Q" BREEBE A —
ATE %2

0111
o, & r®={0 0 1 1|, TIS=
00 01
00 1 1 01 11
0 01 1|, I'2={0 0 0 1|, HEAET=
0001 0001

((TS2)T,(CS2)T, ()T F Z 258 5 1 (0, p)
RS TT AR TELE Ty = (CH)T,(0%)T, (27T
T, BN (0, p) BA — Al 15,
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> /T fE Q =

100
d:ﬁ 1 0

111
(0, p) AT — Bl U .

TR O MM BRI AT 58 A A B 1 T
FEA BRI, Gu 1 Xu (2021b)¥%5 Q, Bk — 524 Q
JE 4 (generically complete), 524 Q B 42— 58
% O FEMERYRRE . LT s PR TE T B R
B BT S5 p BAE N T BB 858, e
o AR DA R R AN S R T, -
WSl S JE A A B — R U
I 78 43 4641 (Gu & Xu, 2019b), %t T4 e 7 fiy ]
P HETT 2 L (Gu & Xu, 2020), Gu Fl Xu (2021b)
WAEM T UL E WA SRR — AT
(0,0, p) HA — BT RS 78 0 55k Feiil b, 24
K=28, PLEWADZEFRR—BAREET
(0,0, p) LA — BRI T2 4,

244 BESHMEEERREMHRGEE

TR AR R PR R B AR . — &
YU 4 2518 0 2 76 J P AR S S5 0F R T4 1,
& B R T 8% Q A A e I/ ik
(0,0,&, p) "R B ECH HH N EAE Pk TE. Gu #1
Xu (2021a, 2023)45 il T JEPELSHE ¢ T DINA H#Y
SR T 2 G 2 F aT U B FE 4 Sk 1 A Y
DINO 58I S5 % J& M 2 R &5 08 vl U0 1 2536
D) £ I jfF 5 T e B A6) 6

EE 10 EHEEHLH ¢ T DINA fREISHL
KIBVEIE S (0(Q,8),s,8, p) TTRBIH 7543 4614

(1) Q MEFESE %, B Q 4 MR & 5 500 6 I I

0
%m%@,%HE%Q=F},ﬁm&f¢g

110 0
110 1],
111 1

1 0
,szll
11

0
WASE, BE Q=0 | T,

0

5

it T AR B PE T(I,0) =T(Q"2) , AT
Iy ~R;

Q) Q Ml SE(Q) W B IATLEN 1,
BiEA B Z /DA 3 B A

)% Q HilE 2°(Q) 1T EFIFI A K%,

Bn, Sl E={1->21-3}, 0=

= e = =
_0 = O O O = O
_—— 0 O O = O O

SQ= M 2f(0) =

S = O O O = O
—_——_ 0 O O = O O
—_——_ 0 O O = O O

—_ = = = = e e
_—0 = O O = = O

S O O = = O O =

1
10 (YT s

WG B2 L, B e=0, BML,
HISE % Q MREL & PR AERE I =R H S°(Q) =
D5(0)=0, FEH 10 =ASM8 8 DINA FE T
(0,0, p) ™A% AT P FE B 4 F, RIAE B T 2 B
8. QI 10 (W FTAT Z& A4 H Q & B
M I, WA (s,5,8,p), S°Q), 2°(Q) ¥nlilt
Ao BARXCRREMRIE @ ARG, {H @ SEMrZen] iR
Wl T2, Gu Hl Xu (2021a, 2023)i 3 T T & FELS
T (0,[e],[ p]) FTIRAI I FRE A

EE 11 BHEZHEH ¢ T DINA FREISHL
LIBTEIZS (O,[e].[p]) AT FE 251

(&5t @ MiBESE 4%, B Q@ MiBFAL & nl ik
m%,%EE%Q{;}

(QTER B Q JEFF SE(Q) . B M (F %
HAE AR M) A 1 BRI, AR SR (I
A G 4k JE )R R M (U Sep k) i =
DA 2 N, HUUE MR H S 4R TR 2 TT)
/A 38,

GOX FALEFIA AR k|, 4 @ thxt
BIRTEI AL, B Q£ 0 .

Hple] RARBHESEW e WEMAE[g]=
(£:1(Q,e) =T(Q,2)} Fl[p] &/~ A Bi i 5 15 S 5L,
[p1AT HUIZEAL T p-#B 431K
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RINEL % INANSWPEAS  Q JE MG B¢ K b FH 1021

Blin, s Q=

e e
—_ O = == == O
—_ 0 = === O O
—_0 = = = O O O
—_ 0 = = O O O O
—_ o = O O O © O

XL SE(Q) = W EB 11

S = O O O O O =
S O O = O O O O
—_ o = O O O o O

S O O O O o = O
S O O O O = O O
S O O O = O O O

{9 BT A5 41k
3 QMEREEICHIN A

3. BRMINE

BV M ILZYOCR, IR O 435K
XoF R B R SRR BE R 8 @ HEFE, FH Aug(Q) FR
M O HFEHATY IR RE, #Aug(Q) £
Aug(Q) MATH, h T ERIE O MHEEMIEHE)Z
R EIERE, TR EMEHISEAQ2012)
i T INES QB A LIS A 2 AL B (theoretic
construct validity, TCV)iT8 A 3L

TCV(Q,R) = (#Aug(Q) + 1) / (# Aug(R™) +1).

BN, 4Egitgilt £={1-22-3),

R =
Ll 111
QO HATY HRAIAAS, B TCV(Q,R)=3/4, J&k
Tang 25 A (2021)57 F TCV $EAL A 02 Wil 36 15 31
ARG R, WF5E 3R B TCV J& DINA £ Al
M2 W o N BE YRR
3.2 QEMFEIHIRE
3.2.1 EFRIXERER O 5EREIRER X
HRIEHE Q MiFFHLE T i fk @ MM (T2 51
CEAFEIDA AT B R F (A B A AR IR <1
BRER(TRE 4, 2009, 2018), JF7EEHETEIA
VB A FE SN R, TE3C X AE AN Q018 T
50 B Hp AR T Y AR O R AT (B AT Sk 9 % RT 47

100
1 10}Q=F 10) A KB EN RT

XA AP A SR AT [ )5 A AR A
TBTE R BLATAF AR R “ 57 R &R, XA
R 7T AR @ FEME bR E U k. T
85 A1) 1 AU I T 15 B R A REAE

01 01 10
| 1 &% o = , R= ,
ol ”EQS{001 J L J

Q=R?1}EDmAﬁﬂFQEQLmﬂ
Ty

U B P T=| Ty, |=
r

0 1
00
000

0
1

1
L, Rl T =
1

3)

Ty AT o ERE Q HYAEATRATH 3 47 RA AT
VATV 2 AR AR, DA BRI 4,
TP 3 ATX R H ERES, MATRIE 1. 2
T RO H IE WA . 7T, @ REMF A B 17 L
IS AT T 75 L R AR AT 0
IR 5 AR

0101 10
Bl 2 4hE Qf = ., R= ,
12 i 0 0011 0 1

Q:R?iyﬁDmoﬁﬂFdﬁQimﬁ

Loy 0101
MBI T =Ty [=[0 0 1 1|, My =
) 01 11

Ly AT o HE Q WHEARBUTHS 3 47 —A AT
LATFNERS 247 WA R i, i LhAE BRAR SR 554
TN 3 AT AR HIERES, S 1 4T
B 2 Akt B E IESRER AT, @ HiBEEAR
AT b BEAR S R AT AT ER AT R 4 R i B AR S T
TR IR <m0 B R o
WA F R T DINA fil DINO #%I T~
T H JE Pk m i Z MO R e T BAR R R
FOCR, Radk, nILAARIE AR B p 48 = 22 ) ¢
FUEW HE M EZ MR, HELPRILE
BB PR R, FHEAFE T
RHFER Q JEBERRE T o AW HE B — K5
W, HEtEm sl g, g eQ o %k
0

R "
Q%E%y‘jgt_[ :|,R—
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ELLR M AR, I LR P 60 T AP AL
AT RT , ULSEAE I, DINA B 3
Hj xHiiE R AT AT S BB kAT g
SRHIH
$ =

argmin (¥, = A, s X) (¥ = A s Xy,

SeP({r,n, Ik -2
9 =V, cs M

A2, DINO B %I R 3 H j % Bi i) RT 17841kt §
K@k AG T 6 23k

Sj= argmin (¥, —vrkEst)T(Yj —Vy s Xi)s

SeP({1,n, 1 })-2
qj = vrkeél -

322 ETFTHREBESBEN QEBFREIFE

A4 DINA F1 DINO #5547 BRAR Jsz b7 4 B 7T
VA3 fift U0 RCR AR PR A 56 @ R I A9 AT R e R
TE 2, R o R T A 2R 6 B Mk 10 5090 BIK 3 =X
It Q FEFE(Sun et al., 2014, 2015; Xiong
etal., 2022), Xiong %5 A (2022) % BAE Q HH %R
803 A RS A5, A IR A R 4 i 5 1%
RIEGF, (HIE Q HFEATEASMT, /R
G5 A 8 T PR RO T R AN KA, T
Tk T A1 5 7 2 A 48 A R B 3 A T vk Y AR
JHAH

) (2L 1)IRAR S H R T AT LA 43 i il g
O B AN RUIR 25 00 B b QF f A JR TR BLIE X

0101 1010 10
e 1010
I'=sf0 01 1|=(1 10 0|=01 =

- - - 1100

0001 1110 11

AT
00 -

16 4249 2) AR SR B T 1T LA A3 fift B ) 6
0 SiFE Q@ MAVURZSHE M 0] 1A /RFFEFIE R

0101} (10
r=/0 01 1|=/0 1 010 1—Q 0!
- B 001 1) s
01 1 1) (11

A IR F [ 53 it SR AE — 2 PR 25 R U F X 45 40
M Xy, HEATA00, RIS U AV, B/ME
de (X s = Uik ©Viexs) =X nes =Yk © Vi llE s
H: v 5 B 9 Frobenius 38 % (Sun et al., 2014,
2015), WURAS AR 0-1 484, iR /RAE
W43, 4E 1Y Frobenius Y0300 48 B T HEFE 0 1
4L (Xiong et al., 2022), [FIAF FH 205 14 43 fff SR,
TE 30 SCRIR I T 25 (201 5) 48 3 FIR R N & 4y
Hrit) @ JEFES: 2 ke

T E L B i R 2 W i 06 % A3 R R IR T
(WFEEF R FERF 0] 4 A3 B 2
WG By Bt H ik B 2 AL A IS R 2
V) 56 1% o 2 B o, LA R A N 6 1) S R
FIN GG BE o AR AT IR0 B A2 X 4 DINA A3
MR R AAFCTH R 55, 2009, 2010),
TR A S N (201 3) FE A 5 ] K 6 R T S5 A% 1 J
il FE R RO T BE>, e HLAE S 1 2 Wi
BRI LR AT [ v e O [R] B GRAIET B
ERWIREENITER AT R, X rE R
UE T FE 38 I 0 56 00 i 9 Bl L PT i S B X 4
ASEMERZ B, DT = A N 55 132 W
PEo WFIE R, R IR TRl T
MR A BB HR G H 0 Q M M & Tk dE
B, IF A 1T B S80I B AR S )
TR B S T 45 A (2017 B PRSI SIS W i H
XA EEIRPR S IR A, 1R T 4 M)
I BE R TR, WA T IEMRIET T Bk,
B I A N (2018) B 7 28 22 B B [ o S 0 56
(Zheng & Chang, 201594 & EAR, R BN
SRALINFIS W g, A R I E % 0Tk
S B B 20 O IR 28R

()T Q FARAEI ¥ 47) s R B D 1%

LMK R, HAE DINA fil DINO #&IA
JE A LA ST B, AL B AR R A Q HE R
X 43T B A AT RE N RS 1 7022 25 R . Xu 55(2016)
HR TS AL AL 1 38 R 12 0 50 35 750 5 s 431 25 3o 4%
1 12t R 1 ) R AR AE, 45 L JFIER T DINA
DINO £ R 7 5l 43¢ CD-CAT ik @ M1
FE KA

7t DINA il DINO ##I30 H 250 /£ s,g <
0.5, & KAWHM Q0 WM TZELMA 2
X TR T BRI Y O I (R 45 5 ) T8 2
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DINA HAR, SR F 3 12 Wil 56 45 % ik
FEtEma Seol R PUREHEE NI E, 2
T B 1 W oK R 1 A PR ] 2 0
M DINO #ERIT, M Bk 4575 A il L SR 3 4R
PR BRI E, DL B S el 1R
PER AL S E . XZELT Kaplan 55 A(2015)
BT 5T & 4538 .

G)IESHEE )y i

Chang % A (2019) 42 i 1% HE 2 Bk &8 7 ik
(nonparametric item selection, NPS) /i, N&EA~
POR R A BRI e I H, IRk HAES
#1432 (nonparametric classification, NPC)Jy 1251
IFNPRAE ST 2E . NPS 7k iyl K B BREL 0
FEACHEN (Xu et al., 2016), NPS By 1 & 548
T Q FAiEN .

B 1 il R = 1,2,,9) ;

HB 2. RO REEHLEEE A q; = ¢, HOT
Hj, Hrhe &—Amiima, HIBEHLE Y
R 1. FE 2Y = 2O\ () ;

W3 RO E j, IR E KON )
gl yU = (")

LB 4. HEEBFH K (1<k<K )R, N
RO pepr -, ffi43 qj,:ek+kiaei|(y<‘):1),

i=1
Hh B 2N FAE L AR 0.5 IS HIBEHL
Akt g RN = Uy Ay = Y,y

IR S WA K+ 1R, B e fa® 451
TP EE t (K <t)BIZJE & e
W RECIN A B X P E TE, Wy S
HIPURE), 50X B F NPC 5332 i e /INFI R /N
(CE/NRIEE RS, NPS 5 i A FR 4 780 v e 36 0l 2
L@y 2@ s e, Rk 200 =
ROV Ayt = () B e
I 2 R
3.4 NEHZHETMIE A S FE

8T 584 Q JEFEN] XA FFAS [F AN LR AS 131
B ) 5 0 JEAE, Wang 45(2021)25 & It
AR A BB, $20 T SRk Fe/ N ] R
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P B
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Dy _(ay,ay,])) = P (au)10g|:

Subject to
VX +y=b,
I'x=7J,
X; €{0,1},j=12,---,M,
yeR
HbR o6 Bh fi=—(f, fpee i)', =
RN T, s i R AR
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SEHQAIFE(2019) - Chiu% A (2009) /
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SEATQAFI(2015. 2017)
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SEAQAERE(2009, 2015)

Sunf¥ A (2013)

B~ R SR s 6 P 25 A Y R RO IR
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RIS Wi R 1R S5 26 R 2 1) 490 T RT3 80 5 AR i 8 32
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ZK(von Davier & Lee, 2019), [K by udE b
(conjunctive or non-compensatory), % £ o #Mz
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ity KRE b 0 Sl IR FeAci 2WTIE

B Tl W QWIS A Chiu (2009) N NPC
O MG AN R sl 1) 1 WEAE(2010)
O SR AL & A T % 22 iy K&hn H1 Chiu (2019, 2021)

E* (GEHL 4) Heller (2022)
FEFEL 10 BUE R 11 94 Gu Al Xu (2021a, 2023) ER DINA-AHM
e 0 MM RAMEM (S Chiu Ml Kohn (2015b) Jh NPC
)
SEE A6 Gu il Xu (2021a, 2023) i DINO-AHM
JRSCH R B 3(FE A A1) Gu Fll Xu (2021a, 2023) i ACDM/LLTM
YA B O REMELE B Chiu (2009) /N NPC
R R 3 &y Heller (2022)
ETE 8 AL Gu F1 Xu (2019b) C2 DINA
EE O LS B Chiu 1 K6hn (2015b) S NPC
EH 8 YA Gu Fll Xu (2019b) h DINO
ERL 9 WA Gu il Xu (2020, 2021b) i ACDM/LLTM
* GDINA
LCDM
GDM
B i k% o MM IR THIR, %IF5%2015) H GDD-P
(&AL Sun % A(2013)
BEHF IR A PE(2015)
—f Ml B QMM A AR Heller (2022) N NPC

M BEEH S, 6. 7 &M

e MEAR =0-500; HFEREAR =500-1000; KEEAR =1000 LI I; NPC = :Z%5007%:; GDD-P= Z9EMER LI &
H 50 ACDM = P IAHNS WAL, LLTM = 4 138 45 307 35 s f Ay

SRR BG(OUR 0 S G RF TSR, WRIR IR, MR RT R F, TR S0
X ASAEH AL DINA 58 DINO 578 2 $0™ 6 ki3 IWHIZ T (NPC 8 GNPC); 7EREA I 451
ST S S, REACRE 500 JEAR [J2IA 5t F, AR DINA. DINO. fntEiNEIi2 s iy
S WA B AR AT 558 (R I X AR i i A AR LK (the additive cognitive diagnosis model, ACDM)&,
XERLZHRIE IR (Z 0. Sen & Cohen, 2 3% 5 17 3 50 A% Y (linear logistic test model,
2021) EARERA SR A {5 S DU A7k LLTM); 75 RFEAR ST, 7 LIk — ik
AT LU S sk, R HEAEE 500 HEREAE 30 A2 Wi A (GDINA . LCDM . GDM), ff Bhfsi#l
o 100 MR ECHIMER B 20%5E 10% (Ma & AR IR A SRR, FIl @ R . BUH
Jiang, 2021); 5 =, #RIEHEH 5T (Ma, de la Torre, S RS RS ES R AR B
& Xu, 2023), NPC F1#i]” NPC (the general NPC, 5 R
GPNO)y &/ NMEA B TR I 75

AN SCN oS Q MEFE, 43 W] AT g HEIRICIE Q MM EIS I — AL A IS Wi
AR Bt R FEARVE, LA RCREBE & 7 A B QMRS ERA R . EoME THAR
HIZWE R s vk, BTEERNEAN S 0 M L 5E 4 @ FERET] N T g ikt
MMEE RV TR SRR, E5CE M &I XX P8 RIS W 56 01 & 2 CEE, JFREH
BRXRUG, W LRI JE VR R 5t ot %% SPUN TN 5EBITE S Q JE FEBIS IR TN [ KL
Q HEFE, JEHIT 45 I 5 B il . 7EMCER S FEWAAERERL, CAMFREFESRDLT
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DINA. DINO ##F (@,p), (0,0,p), (£,0,p)
SR YU Y FE B, AHZX T — AL A HNZ
RN = B4 Y 02 5843 45 14 (Culpepper, 2023; Gu
& Xu, 2019b, 2021a, 2021b, 2023), Ff HAHKEEE
C &M T WEHE 2 ] B2 R A5 Q FE I
(Ma, Ouyang, & Xu, 2023; Xiong et al., 2022), —
AN WA (0,p), (0.0,p), (£,0,p) ]
PN R BAFTE RSN, REFMRMt A, A1
FEIF AT TR (— ) AT KA T AR AT AR LR
& Z4(Culpepper, 2023; He et al., 2023), AEG4A81k
BCEE Ay 7 3 0 2R A, X S AU AR Y. B
WF 5T O TE A faf N ESCHRE o 2 ) J& PE 45 44 (Chen &
Wang, 2023; Ma, Ouyang, & Xu, 2023; Wang & Lu,
2021), HERFRAEGIA— e N e, X TR
PERREMT QFEFE . 251 . JRMEE. 280
AREREL, ARV, 210 0 M TR
52 %8 O FHE R I AR L () B (AR T (TR R 45,
2022),
NS BB FUR T KRR O FE R B
WL B HE ., £ (Ma & Guo, 2019;
Wang et al., 2023), £Z¢3¥/3(Chen & de la Torre,
2018; He et al., 2023; Liu & Jiang, 2018; Ma & de
la Torre, 2016) . IR-APE4r(Liu et al., 2022). &k
£ %% (Bao, 2019; Ma & Jiang, 2021)2 5 HI T, 0 %
MBS A EIESE . i, CAMIRAE M 0 JE
MR, SRR — BT — a0 2907 5 =X,
T 98 % Q R RSN RR AR (TR R, &
2% A, 2014; THRIR, TECK 45, 2014), A HE
FAELMH Q FEFET, KM 2wkl & 1tk 4 K755
TR T % A g M AKCE I DL A Kl 4
MZ R Ira, T 5% Q FMEE A n] ik
FERE R 700 54 (Sun et al., 2013), XAFIPED T
A — & MR 75 0 T3 /N (R 43 B/
AN ATREE A — > 2R IER, R4 E &
SHECERN M B T B, WER M ARER] Q0 MHRE
(a restricted Qc-matrix), TE1d 205K ¥ 51 £ % 3F
4 H% (the restricted sequential G-DINA model)H}
(Ma & de la Torre, 2016), £ 5] Q@ JH [ Ny ik
RIS . TER I AN HIS KB R, d=
T QMEMEBETT, DRI & 2K S50 R
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SRS . AT N IR SE . @ AEREERIE e
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BRiE SRS W B BT 2 5h, X T @ Rk~
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Q-matrix theory and its applications in cognitive diagnostic assessment

SONG Lihong', WANG Wenyi*, DING Shuliang®
(" School of Education, Jiangxi Normal University, Nanchang 330022, China)

(* School of Computer and Information Engineering, Jiangxi Normal University, Nanchang 330022, China)

Abstract: The Q-matrix helps bridge the gap between cognitive psychology and psychometrics, and thus it
plays a very important role in cognitive diagnostic assessment. Significant progress has been made in the
Q-matrix theory and its applications in recent years. Numerous researchers have made significant
contributions to the @-matrix theory from structured to unstructured matrices, binary to polytomous
attributes, simple to complex models, independent to general structures, and dichotomous to polytomous
item responses. Following the introduction of the @-matrix theory, four examples were presented to
illustrate its applications in the theoretical validity criterion of diagnostic tests, the design of item selection
methods in computerized adaptive test, the methods for @-matrix learning and specification, and test
construction for cognitive diagnosis. Model-free or model-based @-matrix theory, and the applications of the
latest @-matrix theory needs to be further investigated.

Keywords: cognitive diagnosis, Q-matrix, attribute structure, complete, polytomous attributes



%56 1 RUZL 25 NS WAl v Q KR M e K i ]

X 1: E& Q EEMRELTRE

K6hn Fl Chiu (201 7R T AR KNS Wi
BN Q MiFFEA& %4 XFF DINA #1 DINO
BT, Q 4 M 58 4 >4 HAN Y Q R I A 3% o A
B X FAS B BN N2 TR, (T Q
FEFR YR 58 £ X AN B 32500 ok [R] s 32 5500
FZE HAON BN HHZ WA Y, SR FH BCE 5 HiE
TR Q MR —E AR, X TS E
BN FINAHZ WY, 25 0 FEFF NI, T
AHEL AT LGB AE A A 45 1 RS 9 30 28 s i
AR . NI T — g e, @ 4
MRAl & SR PR O MR MR a4t |
SR AR AN BT Eb A A ECR A L A 00 B R ]
ANRE, HHNWER Q FHFEI T FE8UH B AT
AN PLIRAS b A BB RO 1) A, B @ R
R Ry B — E S 545 @ #EFF . Kohn A1 Chiu
(2018)id 25t TR AR SE £ Q JH B I —Fh 5 12k,
IFA MBS BT 545 O MFFHIW I EA A
9T, FTFLL LR, BB TER 0 HEkh
f)—FhJ5 1% (Kohn & Chiu, 2017, 2018):

(HKE Qi R BEE e),e,, .6 1T17]
W, WAUE, QM A, WURE, ¥ TRQ);

Q)% K DINA = DINO A& % HE,
W Q FEFEATEA, NSRRI HAAT A5 £ die,
ML LB (3);

3V QFERFMI BN T B IEE K, W @ FikF
A5ESE, WA Q MRS TR K, W
£ (4);

(475 BB B AT LA AT B AN AR S
(agd, a La), T2rXF N a8 &N ) &
S(a), S(a") BT, B W R A £
Hj. 13 Sj(a) 3 S(a) BT e 15 H 2804
GRAEAHAS KR A LB P
PURZ F B R g [a) i ASAE TR, W) O 4R M58
%, AW QM ART R,

Bt 2: NS TR B AR A S S
e

(1) INFHZ WS S 00T U A A&

FEX AL X FAE B re o,
RATFHE (0,p)#(0,p), #14 P(R=r|0,0,p)=
P(R=r|0,0,p) , W Fx I\ J1 12 Wi 1 B 2 4L

(@, p) "R 5| (identifiable; Xu, 2017).

#O=(5,8)MO=(s,8), B2 H DINA B
DINO R AT U0 A5 o B #2230 3 4543 ) AU SR
PRI 5 H T A R R LA — g B AR B (X,
2017), FHFHEANKFEEE p (R 5 H L,
Xu (2017) KA GGG A T HiBE % S5
AR P ), 32 A B A5 43 ) a5 09 30 B 43 A
R P(R=r(0,0,8)=P(R=>¢|0,0,p), H
HP(R=r|0,0,p)=T, (0.0)p=3T,,Q.0)p,,
I H T),(0.0)=1T,,00,0)= PR=Er|0,0,q0) =
[1PR =r10.0,0)=]] 6,, - BHZB, %HE
jirp =1 jiry=1
T(Q.0)p=T(Q,0)p, WMEEILH (0,p)=(0,p),
MFRL (@, p) AT RS o B W4 e T B A 5 1)
Hrefoly’, WHE @.p)#©O,p), #H T,.(Q.0)p=
T,.(0.0)p ., WA (@, p) W[5,

76 DINA HEIJC 2 iR FIAE A% 0L, BD
O=(s,2)=(0,0), HHTHITRE « FEHH j 1Y
1E o £ 5 R 0, 1B B T, . A
0,,=T,,c WRIFTEPIDAF PR o Fl o
e 5 BT A5 U H & b BEAR B ¥ % R A 46
[jg=TjeVies, U T.(2.0)=T,(0,0), gl
P> Py AP BTG, HEEE, #£ DINA
BRI B NS e BT, Q HET&
RS p RBIMFTE . 78 DINA FiflZ
BORFNBE, (s,g,p) PTRBI B FEE S Q HikE
SE I HEANBIEZR D8 3 MBI HE T A,

(2) DINA BBV ZH0™ 4% TN A 7843 551

EIE Al JBMEMAL AT DINA BiRISHL
(5,8, p) HE AT UG 78 4 2 1

(DO JEME5E 4, Hin o —Bﬁ} ;

Q)% Q Mk h B EEDEE 31K,

G TFEABIE ke (1,2, K}, 75 Q" HFE
W HFE .5 <K+ I Hili 2 0<vhi$ an—
Vhes 9h = &

100
bo 010
0 1 I
, 001 T
ﬁﬂgn, Q1: 10 7Q2: 01 1,Q3: 1|
01 T
1 01 1
11
1 10



L B R 2 it R %32 %

10
0 1 -
11 o Ql iFu Q2 ﬂg%/@
0 1

11

NEA PRI
Q4_[Q*J?Q_l O
0 0

Foor gk, HOEEAI AT U] ARYE Gu Al Xu (2019a)
JE R M FRE S, WA Q) R LR T YU,
O, (I R A M 1 g 2, FnA5&E 1 A 2 Of:
AEREAL AT U 78 53 25 A5 1T @, N ACAL AT U,
W R E LM 3 NhE, BIal DURH 2 &0
3, 1 R E QL E M A .

(3) MSHEUEAY p-FB 43 H 1Y 78 43 450

I H SR FMH T, Gu F Xu (2020)1EF
WY p-# AR BN e 4 5. TENA p-FFATiR
S FE 5> SR Z 0, R T SE A 28 A R B
WEE . RIE 0 MFFTIREK/NER, KEH 5
RAEHEAE H 4 So,=1{j:Fhe S\ 4, <q;}
FIEAT HAE Spags = S\ Shon 0 JEAN H 42 4R K
AREAEAME T | BT S, MERERIR
RSN | PR R 1, %I H
S PUHEARIATH, HBERNER 1,
HAES,S CSHWR0<V, o h— Vis 0 <4;>
MFRH j 19 SIX /3 (S-differentiable).

EIE A2 BT S5 T S E0A A2
Wik B, p-EB AR S 78 451

(HFE M Ak, XFmEmEHES S+
BAWH |, FEMDELAHEEHIHES
S},SJ? cs\jy, H q; <Vhes] qn M qj = thslzqh;

QF X Ir &1, WS Sy = Sen JT A,
B S\ Son A ATY R S X0 1950 H 25
HA Sep, EEMP, HEIWHLE Sy =5 -

ZEMAZIL Gu il Xu (2020)3CHHES 3.1,
A SRR AGIIE TR 0+ A1 S, |0~ S48k
(Oron YT, FFL P BY 3K, S EEBREFFA
Sep» MATRIE s [ 07 S Opage )L ATHI
Blin, £ DINA BT, FTH W Q=
00
10
11| iR p-#f U A 5 R i @
11
0 1
BN R E Y 3 MEH, BAPURE
(0,0,0) A1 (0,0,1) J& T [ — 55 2, A 55 2
g HEH =AU S, MO A B, Ko
AR (S,S) = (31.15), (S.S)=({31.{4),

—_ O = O

(S,S)=({L,4,{2,5}) ., (S,,8))=({3},{2,5})
(S,S2) = (431.41,4}) . AT LA FE45 AT H 136 12
MM, QA Sy =Sm=13.45},
4 (§,5) = (314D H (S, S) = ({315,
FITUH 1A E 2 B 0HE Sy, KXy, BT 5
X 4324 -

ATE LEE I I T T4 B 26 AF,
I T A2 AR 1 A T il ST 45 R RN 2 B0
HIZWIRELT (07,07, p) I A% T U Y S 2451,
TN AR A S T Q@ R AR
P A 3 YR @ T WS A, Bl Gu
1 Xu (2019a)EHE 3 45 2 #1 3, AT 20 Gu
1 Xu (2020)3CHhERE 3.4, TR, (01,07, p) UM
AT, BEEREA RIS K, (07,07, p) JLT—3
W, AT, o« ANFTGEES, ANRERSE p i—Efliit.

(4) ZBHINIL WA R TR 5 4 1k

FIAT, « ITHEE, X F Scs, T°=
(Tjo)icSaecd . WRMTILE jeSHA
T2, Wka=ga', ML S FARYE TS
GG 550 /N T 2% T R ROE R IT X R),
S A EHHF N RITE (4,=5) oITEXT
B 54T R ay =0 HIEMIERILE
FRAFEAITTEEF, Ir A I+ (SRR AR
RE)VH R ESIEH Bs o

EE A3 EZSHEAT, (O,p) AT
PRI 843 2% A2 T 6 °F 1 R AR 1

(WFFER AN AR HES S, S,
45 TS F1 0 Bal4yeg, JEEH TS TS Figs
W PRI SRR, B (4,24) 5 (A4.=s) HIF;

QXM TREEHE a=g o Ma=g o, WT
B3 je(SUS) A TV =1 8U%

B BEACME 1 AT sRAk I £ 1 2 T B 551k,
FH 2645 2 e Bl

T A4 EZSHEMT, (0,p) ™
RSB 743 S5 2 T 2 T w451

(WFFEBAN AR HES S, s,
45 TS 0 ¥alsreg, JEEH TS TS Figs
B P SRR, B (A4,=4) 5 (A,=g) M,
HXEE jeSUS, ffEaels AT, =1,
Hrr B T Kz (A,2g)

QX FAEE ac by Hazay, X TIEE
Je(SUS) #A TR 2 EUs"

IR ETHETT Xu 2017)AEES, TR 0
SRR RS A AN BT R RE, L AN St 4
ARk Xu 2017y B 1 AN 5514



%56 1 RUZL 25 NS WAl v Q KR M e K i ]

TIE AS (ELSRBA T, R T E &1 100
i (@, p) HA — AT R B - 010
(WEERARARZ I H 4 .S c.s, 001
FSUSZ FEAILE 0 A 1 55 fSUSZ R ,@éﬁ*@ginversemiﬂﬁu%ﬁio E&Q: 100 B
FSUS. i i F T A TR 4 1 b oo
QM FAE ae By Haray, ¥TFILH bo
j(SUS) HA TEYS) »rE8Us) 00!
(5) DINO BRI Z 4 R IEZS 1 € FT UG b
O N PR € = {2 1,3 > 1} Fll DINO HEAIZ KT i)
T A6 AR REE £, B L
£ _ 1 5 kK->l e &}, DINO R Z4 % R _ 0 11
PEZEHY £ T 60 90T 4 12 TR — @ MR AE Mo IS AE™E)=1000 1), EAIEQ
DINA 5250 R 254y €™ FT ) 0 10
B, RS SR 52153 F 000 ]
1 00 1 00 o1 1
010 010 00 1T 01
00 1 00 1 g ? (1’ 1 1
0- i g 8 Tt B 1 S(0) = 1 8 g i Wy BB R Tonn@.6)=| |
1 1 0 010 00 101
0 0 1 0 0 1 000 11
1 1 1 01 1 —0 000 1—
10 0 1 0 0 0O
11 0 11 01 0
101 11 1 00
o |10 0] . . (Q,gmme):1 0000
@=|, o ol & DINA BRSHE DINO 10000
11 0 11010
10 1 1 11 00
L1 1111 0]




