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DINA

Q

(VPG I R 2F O B BE, ™ & 330022)

ARWFFETIF R T —Fh 5T DINA BRI S Wil 56 Q 4 M A& 1E Jr vk

vk, AWAEIHEIE Q M

B R IR R AL T 2 SR, A ARIE Q JE FE A A FRME SR AL LAY, IF R it — 253 il 2 W A ME R 2 R 55
IR A Monte Carlo B3 K% 5 E A FZEOFFEAH LR T ik T, DFE R B (DA ISTEMIFES R IR R
(5%, 10%, 15%)E T, 4 s,g IGFE R 0.2, 0.25 5 0.3 B, ABFITHEE Ay B REAE SO 5 E AR Q 48 1,
[FIEE, 4 Q MM TCHT RIS, y XX Q MiMFARMUE B o R W]y X Q HiFE 2 75 77 76 Fy 1 B B i Ui

S M AEIEfE

o (S HESMAZEBIA L, ARSIy R A B MEIESR, HY de la Torre (2008)

Pt Suk A IEACRAN Y o (A ELBSNT 3,y 406 N . (3) p W AUBEA BOM B IEF IR I Q Rk, T
HL AT LA — 242 A RS W A TE B 5, JE R BRI A< (PMR), 12 W7 IE 7 5 B9 o e B9 i e s 40%, K

KEGEE TINEZ W B ERR R
INHIZ T, Q HiRFIEIE; DINA AL 47k
B841

1 55

N2 Wt (cognitive diagnosis) F HI7E [ PN 48
S REAFFT E AN H 1) 12 & (Huebner & Wang,
2011; DeCarlo, 2010; de la Torre, 2009; de la Torre,
Hong & Deng, 2010; Malbess, TR, #HF¥, s
6, 2011; WA, FH, WilER, THRE, 2010a,
2010b; FRBKHE, skEGR, 2010; £RERNT, A7 oC,
2010; 2=, 4B, 2F¥, 2009). IAHNS WHE— T
AR TAR, EROEIEQ MR E M Sl 327
W K43 (Tatsuoka, 2009). “Q M4 & EINHIZ
Wi AL, Q R AR AR M 5 I 6 T O
RERYME—{5F B3UA, Zit— P palis Wi 2ny H
BRI . VRO, — AR Y Q AE
SEIERRRY, JFTEML R F#E T2 W 2E . SR G
FEMRE Q FMEAR—I5 S, A5 2
FE M Z0E 5% & X Tatsuoka (1990)5& T4 B0y

W AR H 41: 2011-06-01

@R e R e T A JUE, BIE AT IR A E
. HiIL DeCarlo (2010)% JE ML 14 S /s 2 19 &
Zett, IR E RS BONENZ T B HE 52 bR R
ZMHREFEFEKHZ —, KEMITERH Rupp &
Templin, 2008; de la Torre, 2008), ANF:M I Q 445
e S PON SN SRR SIN Y T o T o S -4
e, B2 RESEAN TR K SAS W E i 3K
& N B (Rupp & Templin, 2008). P % F 44 2 H A9
W% Q HiFE, FEZSA S s £l BT 5E, JF
XA R Q Ji AT IS IE 8L AT T4 2

2 ) = N AME S SCER, AT A B RN T Q
MRS IE R E R AEH /D, {UE S| Roussos 45(2007)F1
de la Torre (2008)IXHF5% . Roussos %5 A (2007)3EF
Fl-& 1A (Fusion Model), ¥ Q P& IE it T
— S AR A S A B e M i
A2, KRNI H ISR IE VR 75 A X =R
(4 B B8] o 1 B 35t Y J& M R 2 2 W IR de la

* [E % [ ARE 4 (31100756, 31160203, 30860084), ZF ¥ A SCHALIH (09YICXLX012, 11YIC190002), 2545 B ke 8 4 i 5k 4
5 H (20103604120001), JTIE #HE T @8 A SR H (XL1011), T4 EF TR H (GI110098), VTP IR K FHEWL A GF

B,
HIREE: R4, E-mail: tudongbo@yahoo.com.cn
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Torre (2008)%f X} DINA HIAUHEH T —FEIE Q Jf
MR 23075 (5 15), IFR R & e —E B 1 hE
BHRHATE IEIE Q FEME ISR .

YT Q HFEAEIN W P B M N Q HiFF
bR 8 24k, ARWF5EAE i AWFoE SEat b, lidE—
BT Q HFE B IE Ik, A ITA B IE Q JiFf
MEE R, SAPRIIE Q JE RN & BLPERRALEL AL, MK
LR IS T B HER AR S5 o

2 ARWFSE Q FEFFEIE R U5 ik S S8 s

DINA (deterministic inputs, noisy “and” gate,
TRE P AR 5 T BRI B ETR iZ 0 RS IA
HIL Wi Rl 2 —(DeCarlo, 2010), %M RUAIXS He 4%
] i M 12 W 1 1) 22 358 55 (de la Torre & Douglas,
2004; Cheng, 2008). DINA Al [{)I0 H S5 F5A
PIAS, I3 BRSNS () MR IRSH(s) . g RFEH
R AR I H A% 00 B ek, BT H A
s MHOER T U H BRI A R, (A%
ML S8 s M g 7E—EFRJE BN T i
[ “Mg > (noisy), HAE I A T2 W7 .

VFZ W58 £ B (Rupp & Templin, 2008; de la
Torre, 2008; ), DINA F&I 55 S5 (g) Fl 2k iR S
B)TE— &P FRefe g Q HFEMITA S bk
Ko MEETETCAR, WSHSE g MK Wk)E
PEA B, WaSHSE s R, HMIKS%s fl g
TE—EFEE BV T Q HH MRS E 1Y IEHRTE

N2, — oA Epal 1 ER TIHHE j
BT R E, MR AR E ;R
Bk | RFERIH B B, 0B )
TRERZWH . W2 ut, #x i B % A% Je 1 iy
AR 5 A W H VRS . AR ST %
WA AR, WRITH 58 T )EbE K, W
PE k BRI H AR5 A & TR R R
Pk g, RIEARJEME k 55252 gk 1
Hj (x5 B % T mtE OmIEZE, WRmE j k%
gk, W AR K ol 7Em H j i1gsr 5
RERIEME k WO AAEY, EREE K 55N
SRR H j (%5 H R H R k) IPEZ

IR AR AF 5 75 45 A DINA 8 I H 250(s, g)
DA S 42 @ 1 5 A 2 15 52 0 o 3 H AR S R R
EEAL b, ST Q MM IE T h—yp ¥, A
LS/

21 y EERER
B B EN 2 W DINA #EAU R I H 280 s Al

g, MW H R o B e A T R AR AE U4
BB R SRR XA REAETE R AR IR A E I E
53 50 2% 22 A iz 0 B A R M R 5 AR 2
7543 I 2 5 M X2 8 R .

(DR F ARG S50 g oK, B8R
) JE M BETUAY; 1 AR 4R R v k A el
SRR B M K AR 2 X128 E A A 24 0 S M
Z5, MZERA T REAR T RIEME k, AHEG Q
PR EIZI H % 4% Tz E vk, Wi %5 3 A i
RizEr, Bl1—o0.

Q)UURK B ARS8 s 3K, LRI
()& VLT Be A I sl 2k iy SRR R k Bk
RS AR AR R K B X 12 8 I i 25 A
Bt 25, WHZEARA T REE L T EdE k &HR
fQ M ARAEZI B T JEM k, W%
Wi H g zE e, Bo—1.

(3) USRI 50 28 g FRIRZSH s Bt K,
W62 00 5 @ A 2 a8tk kb T 2% s
Pk, BIEJrES RO MER)—B. mmH j %
KRy (11000), 1H 29 55 FLE Jy(10100), )
ZTH=AEE. L THE AR,

22 y EAEXMPE

(1)DINA IS AT . MR A 56 1
TR AR A5 o0 Bs s s BUE i Q FERE Ch AT SO i,
FATH TR A “Q original FE[F”), K DINA 5l
- 5630 H 2808 B % 4 S P A SRR

(M4 DINA BRI H S50 s f g, &
Fg @), s RMIHE, KT s gl i
BH .

G HE—JE M k X5 th E R AL 5 oA FE R
ZH A

HRHE B 0T 8 M AR MR, X E—J@ Mk, B
Bk or IR R R Y241 . Hartze (2002)45 2
PR B k HEERAE 0.6 LI L, NPAIBELAE R
TIEM ks AERBERAE 0.4 LU KR 2 8 v
k; &R PEEARMERIE 0.4~0.6 22 [a] U 75 340 (B B s
TC R EIESE AT HIE ). AWF5ER I Hartze (2002)
(X —BFFE 4518 . R IR R AE 0.6 LL BRI
“HEARZT, 0.4 LU AR EIRA”, 0.4~0.6 Z[A]
[ R < FEFI 2

@FERA YIS K E R AT H LS5
1) 22 S RN 56

PARE N KN (effect size, ES)VE N 22 5 W 2k
AN SEBRAE R o BN R /INE LT SR T 1 HE A
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¥ 44 %

Z—, 5 ZK%. tRK . FARERRME, &
ORISR A 255, AN /)N D) S L) 1 )
2 SRR S W 22 5 DA R Bl 22 S e SEBR v
(R FE AT (B 4775, 2010; Cohen, 1992).

Cohen (1992)4 H T %025 5 RN /N = A~
PLWHE: 0.2, 0.5 71 0.8, /iR E /NS P
LMK ES, Z/NTF 0.2 WL AE SR o e ss
FirE2E S, A TR R —E R EUE, AT
K 0.2 /E R P, RISON K/ INT 0.2 W36 T
LSS, BHORT 0.2 I SIS R

(S)XFELG Q FEFF I IE

Q WFEBIEARXIAR 1, HFEARK 1 &1
1 Q H M TR A TIE M, HARITTRAEU.

q(j.k) =

1—»0, if

{O—)l, if

g(j) > I #HH, and, ES(j,k) < 0.2
s(j) > I %, and, ES(j,k) >=0.2
(1)

AN P10 1B B <07, BV BR T4
JEYE; “O-1FaKrco ek <1, RIHGhndk iy )E
P “ESTHRRN K/

H T DINA BRI 240 s il g J&—FP AL R
ZEMEA, BT I O 150 I B ML 22 B AE 3R R,
R X T s A g By i FHE Anfaf B, o2 T m Ao —
WRE A AR Z —, R AKX 1 WRY, s flg
RO R A T A, A — e A3 Q 2E A n]
T AL

3 WS —: y I s g IMFHELE R X

y 1 (0 AT A7 A R

R T EEARM SR Ry B s, g BYImAHE
y BRI AT BT Q HE MRS IE A HERR I, SR =
PRI 28 S B 1 (3%5%6), 435 AR A R IR F4 (5%,
10%, 15%), S . g Bl F1E (0.1, 0.15, 0.2, 0.25, 0.3)
1 Q MR (0%, 5%, 10%, 15%, 20%, 25%).
HoApr Bl E A IR R F87E Leighton %5 A (2004)41
21 BAELVE 22 S g A SRR I 0 T (R TE A I RN 2R 152,
R A — 2 Y 1 2 15 Lb SR AR A0k i A A 28 B s 4l
FEFE, T 845 50 6 B R AL .

SEge, JEMER S AN, JRPERIS AT RME . AHE
Moz, I 2°-1=31 Fi A A AT AR H %,
PRLIEAAEL 31 Ry mt B (BPIN S 31 ),
ik 1000 A,

3.1 Monte Carlo #1532

AL R A PR 4y . — Pl R S B4

(F 5 Q 4 ME Mgl AR, Bl se ek
FH Leighton % A (2004)Fr /v A BT 5 ) — /&
51 Q FER4(Q original) I

311 WAEBRMEE (HIE Q HFFHEAH.
BP 2°-1=31 Fh B R X Al A .

Q) B i) M R AE . R Leighton 58 A
(2004) LTy i, Bk R 2°=32 Fp, iF
32 FIRIECAE 31 TE U b AR RN Y A A8, K
Oy IR A A TR 43, DA A AR 2 R AR X
INECH 53 L, LA 1000 A S

GBI AE T S N RS o AR (1) T2 g il
5 Q B B K A R A, 7R A AT f
I K R ARG O, AR 7 56 50 5 - (1% FAR
fE% . RH Leighton %5 A (2004) A5 %, #EHE
REA SR I, BR300 R 5%,
10%, 15% M 1E LT B i /E 2 S vy HE B
3.1.2 iR Q 45FE(Q original)BytE#l  H¥E 3.1.1
W (DALY Q HMEEA, 43 BLlHs 5
BN 0%, 5%, 10%, 15%, 20%, 25% F i Q original
FERE . XRhEEIRZAAT =Fh, AR I, R
PGS, JEERETCAY )k o WREET H Y Q AT
R MR A IR I 58 A B L .

3.2 EMiEER

K FH RS 40000 A5 43 R A 1R QB (D
Q original 4 [F)#E1T DINA BRI 2K 08, FHAR
P Wr a5 AL, AR $E 1Yy X Q_original
AT EEFRMEBERN Q MR N
Q_modify % F¥), 43 5% Q_original %E FF F
Q_modify HiPFFY Q M EEHATHLER, 43t
Q original E[EF Q modify WIIERRR, MIMHIE ¥
BB IEROCR o [FIRE8E IR RIS Q M MR IE A R 1Y
PR QMM UCE | IEME MR A IR IE L
REESEIR, IR 5y By I T S e
33 &R

1.2 .3 BAEAEE IR BN 5%, 10%F1 15%
Ty Bt Q HFFRBIERN & 1.2.3 H1, “Q_bug”
AP Q MMM RE R 3.1 FHahm
Q_original FHFF 1512 32); “Q_original PR 1L %2
Z¥8 Q original FHFFS EAE Q JE A AH IR K
“Q_Modify FH [ IEHf 5 45 K H y X Q_original
B IE R Q JEME(HD Q Modify Hikf) 5 HAE Q
SRR FIR R “Q MHMEIEAI RV E R 1R B IE )5
Q HMMFIEMF SRR Q MM IEMRZ 22, “Bk
R4y Bt Q original FEFE B HCR, BME KT
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EAHBUBRLL Q original HiFEICE B, “IEHE
PR AEAE ot P EBAE MUY L] <A IR B 2k
PR AIEAE MOIT R TP R S L i)

MR 1, 2.0 3 WG, AT LUR B AE T
FIVEZRIRIE LT, Y s,g I FHE M 0.2,0.25 5 0.3
B, y EXREE SO E Q original 4 FEAY AR,
HARIERTIG Q AR IEH A8 m i g HaX i Q
FEFECAS RIS (HD Q_bug 4 0), y ¥EAXT Q MM
s, Ty B EA B0 AR U g

SR RW, BEE 5,9 ImFAERIBE/D, y 2% Q
L I B 5 A (R A8 A0 ) B A I s 1 R 9

W B s,g I FHERD, p Pol R A, (R 55
BB UCRIE I OUH YRR 15%08), I3k
3); s,g AEM K, BEaSHy IERERE, AE
BUR L0, BIERTE Q FEFF IEA RN m
A, AR IESCR I B IR, B s,g IGAHER
e R E IR B &, S S B R B R
W, @5 S BUE IERTIG Q M MR IE# R L F %
RIS Y TRBIES B IR D), W 1. 2, 33k
Kb KA, s,g I FE R 0.2, 0.25 Fi 0.3 HHXT L4
WEE, XJUMENLT y s8R A RO R Q MM
IEHR,

F1 EERIRA 5%HIERT Q IEFERYEIE

. . . A =
Qb i e o ettt ok Eebseck bk
0.10 1 1 0 0 — —
0.15 1 1 0 0 — —
0% 0.20 1 1 0 0 — —
0.25 1 1 0 0 — —
0.30 1 1 0 0 — —
0.10 0.9548 1 0.05 0.0452 1 0
0.15 0.9548 0.9871 0.03 0.0323 1 0
s 0.20 0.9548 0.9871 0.03 0.0323 1 0
0.25 0.9548 0.9871 0.03 0.0323 1 0
0.30 0.9548 0.9871 0.03 0.0323 1 0
F1y 0.9548 0.98968 0.0349 0.0349 1 0
0.10 0.9032 0.9935 0.09 0.0903 1 0
0.15 0.9032 0.9742 0.07 0.071 1 0
0% 0.20 0.9032 0.9613 0.06 0.0581 1 0
0.25 0.9032 0.9613 0.06 0.0581 1 0
0.30 0.9032 0.9613 0.06 0.0581 1 0
F1y 0.9032 0.97032 0.0671 0.0671 1 0
0.10 0.8516 0.9806 0.13 0.129 1 0
0.15 0.8516 0.9613 0.11 0.1097 1 0
Lo 0.20 0.8516 0.9613 0.11 0.1097 1 0
0.25 0.8516 0.9613 0.11 0.1097 1 0
0.30 0.8516 0.9613 0.11 0.1097 1 0
Fiy 0.8516 0.96516 0.1136 0.1136 1 0
0.10 0.8 0.9871 0.19 0.1871 1 0
0.15 0.8 0.9613 0.16 0.1613 1 0
0% 0.20 0.8 0.9355 0.14 0.1355 1 0
0.25 0.8 0.929 0.13 0.129 1 0
0.30 0.8 0.929 0.13 0.129 1 0
Fiy 0.8 0.94838 0.1484 0.1484 1 0
0.10 0.7548 0.9677 0.21 0.2129 1 0
0.15 0.7548 0.9419 0.19 0.1871 1 0
550 0.20 0.7548 0.929 0.17 0.1742 1 0
0.25 0.7548 0.9097 0.15 0.1548 1 0
0.30 0.7548 0.8903 0.14 0.1355 1 0
F1y 0.7548 0.92772 0.1729 0.1729 1 0




562 R Bii| 2 i 44 %

F2 EEKRIRA 10%MERT Q EMFMEIE

Q. bug ”ks!ﬁgﬁ Q,Origina‘l )%Erié; Q,Modifg ?&E%E Q fﬁﬁfzﬁﬁaﬁﬁ R e %i%féﬂﬁz

i ERfR kS RS b
0.10 1 0.9355 —0.0645 0.0645 0 1

0.15 1 1 0 0 — —

0% 0.20 1 1 0 0 — —
0.25 1 1 0 0 — —

0.30 1 1 0 0 — —

0.10 0.9548 0.9742 0.02 0.071 0.636 0.364
0.15 0.9548 1 0.05 0.0452 1 0
s, 0.20 0.9548 0.9935 0.04 0.0387 1 0
0.25 0.9548 0.9806 0.03 0.0258 1 0
0.30 0.9548 0.9806 0.03 0.0258 1 0

FH 0.9548 0.98578 0.034 0.0413 0.927 0.073

0.10 0.9032 0.9613 0.06 0.1226 0.737 0.263
0.15 0.9032 0.9871 0.08 0.0839 1 0
\ 0.20 0.9032 0.9677 0.06 0.0645 1 0
1% 0.25 0.9032 0.9484 0.05 0.0452 1 0
0.30 0.9032 0.9484 0.05 0.0452 1 0

Fy 0.9032 0.96258 0.06 0.07228 0.947 0.053

0.10 0.8516 0.9677 0.12 0.129 0.950 0.050
0.15 0.8516 0.9677 0.12 0.1161 1 0
. 0.20 0.8516 0.9548 0.1 0.1032 1 0
15% 0.25 0.8516 0.9161 0.06 0.0645 1 0
0.30 0.8516 0.9161 0.06 0.0645 1 0

Fy 0.8516 0.94448 0.092 0.09546 0.990 0.010

0.10 0.8 0.9548 0.15 0.2065 0.875 0.125
0.15 0.8 0.9548 0.15 0.1548 1 0
0.20 0.8 0.9419 0.14 0.1419 1 0
20% 0.25 0.8 0.9226 0.12 0.1226 1 0
0.30 0.8 0.9097 0.11 0.1097 1 0

FH 0.8 0.9368 0.134 0.1471 0.975 0.025

0.10 0.7548 0.9355 0.18 0.2452 0.868 0.132

0.15 0.7548 0.9290 0.17 0.2000 0.936 0.065
150, 0.20 0.7548 0.9161 0.16 0.1613 1 0
0.25 0.7548 0.8903 0.14 0.1355 1 0
0.30 0.7548 0.8710 0.12 0.1161 1 0

F1y 0.7548 0.9084 0.154 0.17162 0.961 0.039

WL EHRE, v X Q B IERANITH MY Q EMBIER & HHF T L . N T EF 5T 4,
REA LSS QIR ISR, LB AR N — WA, SR A LR &S dela

FhAT LSS 0y Torre (2008)AYPRFF—E, JEME 54, WiH 30 (WL
4 @T_IZ%: oy %557213((16 la Torre = 4), #5000 A, Fra Ui HM s,g SEEEE R
2008) 1 LL4% 0.2 HUAEAIDL ELAE R ] DINA ASAU A 700 H S5 107 bR 4L

RIS e . Q JEMFRY EAE L 4. X3
NT I—H 5y Ryl iT e O Q JERE: AhIH 1.9 H 11 M3 E 21 =BEHA 51521 Q
BIERHER T, FRA16y 5 de la Torre (2008)42 HERE, JE 11 RhEERIEGL, L3 S,
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*3 EEKRIRA 15%M1ERT Q FEMERELE

Qb s,0 Q_original % [% Q_Modify %E 4 1E Q i IE A R e R FE R IE K
u, /- . Z = Z =
e Ifi 5t IR % 1% i *
0.10 1 0.8903 ~0.1097 0.1097 0 1
0.15 1 0.9871 ~0.0129 0.0129 0 1
0% 0.20 1 1 0 0 — —
0.25 1 1 0 0 — —
0.30 1 1 0 0 — —
0.10 0.9548 0.8774 ~0.08 0.1548 0.25 0.75
0.15 0.9548 0.929 -0.03 0.1032 0.375 0.625
0.20 0.9548 0.9935 0.04 0.0387 1 0
5%
0.25 0.9548 0.9806 0.03 0.0258 1 0
0.30 0.9548 0.9806 0.03 0.0258 1 0
F1 0.9548 0.95222 -0.002 0.06966 0.725 0.275
0.10 0.9032 0.9355 0.04 0.1419 0.6364 0.3636
0.15 0.9032 0.9677 0.07 0.1097 0.8235 0.1765
0.20 0.9032 0.9677 0.07 0.071 1 0
10%
0.25 0.9032 0.9419 0.05 0.0452 1 0
0.30 0.9032 0.9419 0.05 0.0452 1 0
F2 0.9032 0.95094 0.056 0.0826 0.89198 0.10802
0.10 0.8516 0.8903 0.04 0.1677 0.6154 0.3846
0.15 0.8516 0.9161 0.06 0.1419 0.7273 0.2727
0.20 0.8516 0.9355 0.08 0.1097 0.8824 0.1176
15%
0.25 0.8516 0.9226 0.07 0.0968 0.8667 0.1333
0.30 0.8516 0.9161 0.06 0.0645 1 0
1 0.8516 0.91612 0.062 0.11612 0.81836 0.18164
0.10 0.8 0.8516 0.05 0.1935 0.6333 0.3667
0.15 0.8 0.8839 0.08 0.1613 0.76 0.24
0.20 0.8 0.9097 0.11 0.1355 0.9048 0.0952
20%
0.25 0.8 0.8903 0.09 0.1161 0.8889 0.1111
0.30 0.8 0.8774 0.08 0.0774 1 0
1 0.8 0.88258 0.082 0.13676 0.8374 0.1626
0.10 0.7548 0.8903 0.14 0.2194 0.8235 0.1765
0.15 0.7548 0.9161 0.17 0.1935 0.9333 0.0667
0.20 0.7548 0.9032 0.15 0.1677 0.9615 0.0385
25%
0.25 0.7548 0.8839 0.14 0.1484 0.9565 0.0435
0.30 0.7548 0.8645 0.12 0.129 0.95 0.05
FH 0.7548 0.8916 0.144 0.1716 0.92496 0.07504

6 Sy AT Q HFEMBIER L. R 6 FkA]
ATE N, Y s, I FUE R 0.15 F10.2 I}, y BEXREA L
HABIE 11 FPSCs ol T BT A #R N Q MM, HJT
— bR B (02 5,0 G FHE R 0.25 B, TR
FESS 8. 9 R 11 FREZER AT, 55 21 BB IEAEAY

JiE, HAREXT RN 4 AREHATIRGF B IE, JaRdt—
AR X = AEL T IE 21 i3 H S5l 4

RIZIHSH g (HE/NT 0.25, Wilti2iiy s,g I
FHUEMOR, y kA RBUES BAFAGE . BIRXTH 21
BIEABHIR, (AR RRE s, JRa
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RSB, BAKETE de la Torre (2008)H 5L de la Torre, 2008 SCHR)FEAANY . & IEAE DINA Fifl
BT, p X R Q JEFFIEIETS I L HAR, SATIFERE B TR B A0 E-M S REE, Hik
H de la Torre (2008)R M O st M5 R AR AR, y VR4S 1 AR T M faj B

# 4 delaTorre (2008)##UH Q 4EfEE &

item al a2 a3 a4 as item al a2 a3 o4 as
1 1 0 0 0 0 16 0 1 0 1 0
2 0 1 0 0 0 17 0 1 0 0 1
3 0 0 1 0 0 18 0 0 1 1 0
4 0 0 0 1 0 19 0 0 1 0 1
5 0 0 0 0 1 20 0 0 0 1 1
6 1 0 0 0 0 21 1 1 1 0 0
7 0 1 0 0 0 22 1 1 0 1 0
8 0 0 1 0 0 23 1 1 0 0 1
9 0 0 0 1 0 24 1 0 1 1 0
10 0 0 0 0 1 25 1 0 1 0 1
11 1 1 0 0 0 26 1 0 0 1 1
12 1 0 1 0 0 27 0 1 1 1 0
13 1 0 0 1 0 28 0 1 1 0 1
14 1 0 0 0 1 29 0 1 0 1 1
15 0 1 1 0 0 30 0 0 1 1 1

ERLKYE . de la Torre (2008)

% 5 delaTorre (2008)# #l A958R Q %EMEIE R

S AT U R H U

1 1 o = 0,0, >1

2 1 apy —1

3 11 a) > 0,a3 >1

4 11 a; —0

5 11 a3 —>1

6 21 a) —0

7 21 a) > 0,ap -0

8 21 a) = 0,aq4 —1

9 21 a1 = 0,ap -0 ,a4 -1

10 21 a) > 0,ap >0 ,a4 > 1,a5 >1
1 ay) -1

11 11 ay) —>0,a3 >0
21

a1 > 0,a4 —>1
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A New Method of Q-matrix Validation Based on DINA Model

TU Dong-Bo; CAI Yan; DAI Hai-Qi
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Abstract

Recently more and more attentions were paid on cognitive diagnosis (CD). The recognition of Q matrix was
the basis and proposition of CD, and it was the only information media about cognitive attributes and test items.
Only if it was recognized correctly, then the following cognitive analysis might be reliable.

This paper developed a new modification method of Q matrix (called y method) based on DINA model. The

method could detect and modify the mistakes on Q matrix that could make the Q matrix rationally and promote
the correct match ratio of CD.

Monte Carlo simulation method was use here, and some comparisons with western similar studies were
done. Findings showed:

(1) Under any response slip probability (5%, 10%, 15%) context, when the critical value of parameters S
and g was set to be 0.2, 0.25 or 0.3, y method could modify the mistakes of Q matrix efficiently. When Q matrix
was recognized correctly, no modification will be done by y method. These indicated that ¥ method could work
well on recognition and modification on Q matrix whether it has mistakes or not.

(2) Compared to the similar western studies, the correct modification ratio of y method was relatively great
and similar with the consequences of 6 method suggested by de la Tarre (2008). But y method was simpler than ¢
method.

(3) The y method could not only rectify the mistakes of Q matrix efficiently but also promote the correct
match ratio of CD. Especially the correct match ratio of PMR increased greater than 40% which was a wonderful

work.

Key words cognitive diagnosis; Q-matrix validation; DINA model; the y method



