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* #t % % i (Research Method) *

IAFIS BT EATL K B 1E R A 1% R SR

E oY 252 HHED T !
C U R E R 2By, RES 610066) (4% FHTH 495/, D)1l {4 618000)

# E A D it LAk B iE 5 B (cognitive diagnostic computerized adaptive testing, CD-CAT)3 %
5@ Z R, HBsir kA L4 S o9 W B 47 CD-CAT ¥ % 8| 4L, M Aok A CAT wid o, ity
% CD-CAT #=3 H #& CD-CAT A Kk a4 AF R, I eMegsd . X R B EANBRITANBAFN, RE, AT
N B R A L CAT 3R A3 R R B An ik — A AL d B A | B e M 36 5 F A Jm 4 W L A T 3k 20 SR vk 0 AF
T AR ARG B B 69 R B Ao i Bh A AR S AR, 8 R w3 3 A RGE A 7 ik fe CD-CAT 89 5= 3% 5 A AR .
KA AL A E R, RS AR, MR, MR, RIS R

HEE B84l

1 5|8 L WIERIE R . SRR . RB I Tk
TR 86 2 11 HE 00 LA BB AR 43 o A4 CAT L
YE—GALAS, T4 M 2 Y 0 S ml, % 5K &
YeE CAT Wis#t Iy, seJifliit oy k2 sh g,
LR RN R R A kA, Horh, SRR PLE TR
ANTIE A VI, A 2 A T 56 1) R0 A
Y500, 3 2 5 M 0 56 A A N 56 2 4 ) LA
£, T, REERECH CAT BFE ML NEZ
—, W CAT KKK EBHITT M .

HE), CAT {XUPRAl 3R 2 WL 1Y B 4 (2 4 ) i
S TS AR KT (0 ) B 1O0 S 1Y 20 TROIR 2
(knowledge states, KS) (a ). MR IELL AR S
B KS ARFRPA M E 1 RRAE, BEAEAR
T HEF, TR Z VIR 5 —1k . R, CAT
][R I SEAG WA 0 F a1 —ANA 1 BB
FE, HEsh T AR KS FIBE 1193 H AR CD-CAT
(dual-objective CD-CAT) 5T, TJ&, AL %
AR T 44 CD-CAT (L1908 KS HE I
[) CD-CAT) IR H ¥ CD-CAT 1 505 s (1 BF 53 3F
. BRJG, IR A SR R AR . R K
RIAEATAF I, DUBAHE R L& J ik 4% At
P, ma, ETINNZEEALY CAT SLikdg ik
IR ILA T W sk — AL A AL &

i B 5 v #i8 (item response theory, IRT)if i3
3BT I E B R VAL B S AR B0 ) K
T, WRAT S EmE, MEBRN. SAE
MOEAWIR A, BUE B8 PG 2R 5@ w24 4
20 ] R IE AT, IR R AR A R s TR
SR UM E R R, 2 W # e (cognitive
diagnostic theory, CDT)# % & [ 2 PEA% 52 8 b
B . T AR AR B 4 A0 R ) R
B I THE RN R, 36 BE R gl HEA T R R
2 S RAA LRI B . IRT A1 CDT A ECL
MEHEFMEIE, ST ZMH T EE S L
PO B BCHE, IF o I S AL B AE N T 5
(computerized adaptive testing, CAT) & 2 Al

CAT Z—Fihr B g 8e =0, SEOL 1 I 4% 7
A, SEGAEN A L, BAERARH I
HORE B B 250 T BRRE CRUE I B8 0% . DU 582 S AN
W3 42 4, 3R 4 1 W0 35 1 B8 RN g6 bt ], A
PB4 % (Cheng, 2009). CAT [ 42 Hi LUk it
G2 MR EMBELRENZXE. EUHFEE
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IO AR 2 Bk By 2 A CD-CAT Y SERRHIFST .

TICH K. LA T 435 2R 2 42 1 T v
A MK EE R R 2, {5
X; = (a0 ,xp) ARFEC G H BT R, RS
Ry =R I{iyip, i} R ERBIRBE, o Ml a
43 9 R R LI R Y AL KS. Si4h, A
KS WS Q={a,ay, - a,x}, FITIA KS XH)
£ 58 Q={(a,a)a,aec . QM T 4%
Q ={(e,,a,) |y # oy, =,k €{1,2,--,K},
m # k} R ATE R —A @ M A AR RS
M KS XMESE. £6 Q ={(a,.a)la, =1
a, =0Vm=#k,a,, =a,} & QR TE, L5EME
kFHG

2 {&%: CD-CAT I HixFEmE
T RS B B CAT (3 % H k%, {H CAT XURAE

— R IE SR g I RS R A B — SR SE T R A
W A LR F OGP T, CAT K24,

LA R W (R F 5 T L0 e 42 3 2 5 T R T
21 RENEBEEEDSGE
T H 43 AE -5 et K S J& CAT W335 H Ak .
AR, WEE AN AL 5 CAT 58 8
B, #ORHLER T CD-CAT EEEIRIHISE., &
& I+, t65: CD-CAT MEMURNE T« T H N
i KSJE R A M5 550 H 5900 Re e M 2y
P 1o DN RS 1 2 AR A
211 EFTHBERNESHHEDRSEBIER
Kullback-Leibler (KL)J& e 3L Al 3% B8 5
WH K KL GRS TR Px|a) fl
P(x;|la)(c=12-2°) i) KL f5E &2 H,

2
KL, =) KL,(@|e,) (Xuetal., 2003), FlJH KSHy
c=1
T Y 4 Pla, |X) M KL 13 B 51F %
finAL KL 1% B (posterior-weighted KL, PWKL),
2K
PWKLj:ZKLJ.(&HO:C)-P(aC\X,) o I —
c=1
FIFHEAIEE h(a,a.) W & 5 a, AERIME, 8
2K
1% %) HKL, :ZKL‘/(&HOQ)~P(ac‘X,)~(h(&,ac))’1 ,
c=1
FRAIRA KL {5 E (the hybrid KL, HKL). &5, #
PWKL H' @ Bk T vl gERE 0L, BEBITH PWKL

"
Jiik, itk MPWKL, = ZP(&d |X,) PWKL (&) «
d=1

KL. PWKL . HKL Fl MPWKL ¥ $(5
BRI E . BT U S SERE R 0 2% R
W&, WFIEFREA, PWKL Al HKL RIZEAL, BT
KL 75%:(Cheng, 2009; Wang, 2013), 5 PWKL 4
b, MPWKL TR & 4%, A g S A e .
MG K EE 20 U ER - H LHEER
(Kaplan et a., 2015),
212 ETFKSERASHNEESIEDIER

7 4¢ 17 (shannon entropy, SHE) fl H. {5 &
(mutual information, M1)J&3&T KS J5 584310 1Y %
R o T R T & J5 55 A R A
i w/ NI H, J5 & R P(e|X,) 5 Plal
Xpoxp,) BTN KL {5 B & KB H (Zheng &
Chang, 2016), #7522,
SHE =

1
argpj}g{;H(P(ae | X7.x; =x))- P(x; = x IXT)}, o)
1
MI =arg ﬁ%({ZOP(xj =x|X7)-

oK
> KL(Pla, | X7, =) | Pla, m»} )
c=1

Wang (2013)35 Hi7E K ZHE L M1 ikt
PWKL ., SHE il KL fIl iR BE S . i T SHE
F MU J7 5 K 50 S 43 A, 3 i R A,
W MIEFFIFHEAT RS BT A MI 7k, 207kt
AT B T A T B LS B G AT A
213 HEWBSHINFHERIEB IR

INANZ W A b B AR LS o M A%
2 Wi X 41 (cognitive discrimination index, CDI)
(Henson & Douglas, 2005). J&:[X /3 (attribute
discrimination index, ADI) (Henson et al., 2008) il
J7 P E A, R 57 TR (the generalized
deterministic inputs, noisy “and” gate model, G-DINA)
X4 BE45 7 £2 (de 1a Torre & Chiu, 2016), 8k i
fF £ 54 KS MFRIEE Pla, | X,) (=12,
2) FB SRR Pay, =1X,)(k=12,,K) .

— T, #EF Ple, | X;) STH q @ T
Z /3 (halving agorithm, HA) (71 3C 4%, 2014),
454 P(a, | X;) 5 2. CDI Ml ADI £ G-DINA
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RET X 43 B 45 475 (the G-DINA model discrimination
index, GDI)i& /5 )7 ¥ (Kaplan et al., 2015) . J5 46/
} CDI (posterior-weighted CDI, PWCDI) 5 5 hn
. ADI (posterior-weighted ADI, PWADI) J7
(Zheng & Chang, 2016), 434l WL=X(3)~(6)

} ®

GDI = argmax ZP(% | X)) P(x, =1la,) -
JERy = ¥

Z P(a, | X,)-05

JER; , ,
calq;=q5q;

HA:argmin{

2K
> Pla, | X,)P(x; =1 a(,.)]z}, (4)

PWCDI =
agma{(» h(a,.a)) ") hia,.a,) Pla,|X;)
ngRT{g: CRESD ; (c0) Plat, | X;)

P(a,|X7)-KL,(a, lla,)}, 5)
PWADI =argmax{ (K - 251
JERT

D Pla,1X;) Pla, | X;)-KL (2, &)} (6)
©

{HARER I, MPWKL 2T KS* (o,,a,)
KKLEERS e, . o FRMRFHZA, SR
5 X4 (2014) /9 KLED Jr 44, PWCDI
AT X MPWKL 4 WEUINACE- 34, PWADI T
& MPWKL HREg i iy F3 {6, PWCDI & 24,
PWADI ¢ fii 8, WF5% & 30 e AT AR 20 i 2 0
3% 5 (Zheng & Chang, 2016),

y— 71, T H 5B R BRI H R AL
B E B =AU RS b BN, S8
(2016)iz ] CDI. ADI %F PWKL {7 B & nAss 3
CDIPWKL F1 ADIPWKL J7#s, fE#E PWKL Ay
DRSS, % BB A5 N (2015) F1) H 1 br g 1

K
SRR LD | Ploy =11 X;,x,) — Pley, =11X;) |

k=1
X PWKL il HKL fink 5 2] PPWKL fl PHKL 75
W, AESR m PWKL T HK L 72k 2 A [ g
WM LEE R, BLoh, FFFE TR i
RUAG T H ARAEFEFR, 40 DINA BRI AGI5 H %59
TR S o L R (1 5R RS R s, Z 22l
R s R EM S g,), LR w, =1-(s; +
g;) (Rupp et a., 2010), F-f>4 DINA #5351 H
5 BRI b (P84 5%, 2016). HHULTTIL, BR

T — M HRREFE BR AN, ST R E AR 135 H
FRAE H A HE R X,
22 BMFEMNIEBKE

TN P 212 W i 56 19 2 3 R S, R B/
N ZERTT, 1 a7 5 U PR I 50 30
P
221 JmAMEIEIR(Maximum priority index,

MPI) 7%

i KAk e 38 b MPI :H[(uk _bk)/uk]q,k ok
k=1

G TR k0 B R R B wy, . HATE %5
UKL b, FI Q HiFILFR g, (Cheng, 2010).iz ] MPI
X0 A B A R AT L AR v T RS . s
Iy =) Tuy BEE/NTSET 1, T2, MPLRY
BT H 25 52 100 g M3 22 i sal)N, I e 1 e 4
ZEBHERDCHTE, SEIEBEAERES . %
T, &FHEAN(2011). XIEFH55F A (2018), Fh/IN
IR 2\ (2019)%F MPI #EATIEIT, 43 B4R 1 MPIL =

K K
H[(”k ~b)u +4" | MPI, :Z[(“k =b) )™
k=1 =1

K
*ﬂMPI_,)-{H(uk—bk)q'k}/C,(C>O) o BEAb, X
k=1

&7 1955 A (2018)F HI 4 Hir (H AR bt iR SEy, (SEg, )

K
LT MPI, = Z[(SEbk —SEge) | SEg 1™ 5 #h /I
k=1

IR 5N (2019)i8°4 Kuo 55 A (2016)%f % I 56 #H 44
P2 H ) - T A =R AL EE 5 A RTA T 28
PR fre M B Hoh, RTA, = A+ 1((T1K) <

9D I(g,=a)) (VR RRAEL, q; B g 4
t=1

RIEBERMOAEE A g )4,

X &7 W5 55 N\ (2018) Al P /)N IR %5 N (2019) R 4t
T /e kRS CDI LKL ,PWKL \MPWKL
M TR e R, 25 R — BRI, Sk
SEEFR H MPL R0 oG 3 B R o R 43 56 2%
~, MPI, . T MPI, MPIL, {f. ¥ MPI, ; MPI; 5
MPI, 5 AR R0 W 25 A e R A A R 3 o — BT
H, MPL% MPL, B RV #5000 H ot, MRS
K.

222 ETMNBEREMENEESE
Lin 1 Chang (2018)ff % fin ¢ & 22 #5 Al

=y
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(Swanson & Stocking, 1993), # 7 T & 1w 2 48
K K

Fr WDj :Zwk(lk -b, _q‘,‘k)+zwk(uk b _‘]_,'k)
k=1 k=1

bR e A B TR R R %= 48 AR SWD, =

Max(WD;) —.WD,« o w, B K 9RLE, WD,
Max(WD;) — Min(WD,) j

B SH E R A IE B 25 0 InAURI
KMo, KL oW AR M b SKL =

KL, (¢;) —Min(KL;(&;)) L
Max(]j(Lj(&l.))—Min(jKLj(&i)) MATHE T (-WD))-
KL; (it WDKL)FI SWD; - SKL; (i SWDKL)
ML IR, 481 SWDKL BARTE VMl Ja 1 i i 5L
FAE I E R 7 1f] Fe WDKL B 47, HEA1
I H BRI
23 BAEHBER G E

XTI H BGRB8, PR E BT

5. CAT Bl [ {5 J5 1 (restrictive threshold,
RT). Rl % J7 1= (restrictive progressive, RPG)
93 2 07 ¥ MR RAR S48 R i R I (Wang et al.,
2011; £FP, ¥4, 2013), Lin Fil Chang (2018)
X RPGIE 48 I 45 & SWDK Rk 46 b, 42
29 TR E B9 SWDKL 5 i (the constrained
progressive SWDKL, CP_SWDKL):

CP SWDKL,(G;) = */mas Kl—in 4 RA/.,} ™

erj

Clinex T er; TR BRI ECRBEERAMIBIE /g
R, s P R, XA R, (B, X
MR, PEMEL. 4 a=min{SWDKL,, je R}
b=max{SWDKL,,jeR;} , B HLE R, eU(a,b) ,

R, e U(SWDKL; —(SWDKL, —a) | s, SWDKL; + (b -
SWDKL,)/s) . WF5E#%H], CP_SWDKL fig ¥4
1% SWDKL 1 KL 9351 H G 5k, e —
FRBE b BRI RS B o BAR B HE, RT A1 RPG 73k
B 550 g b A7 ) 0 T W 30 Bt v L ) 2
2.4 CD-CAT &R R 51T

B T K AR B 4, 30T UM RS R 1
HEFE B XL 58 CD-CAT k358 R85 W 43 28 (L 3%
1), XTEEBURMS AT, AT ILEEE, H—.
BRikdlE KS J5 501w LEARE G B4, &
AT LLiE B R AR AR &, AT 5 0 0 A S A
KRG EAF BBk, %F SHE 1 M1 4505k
HHEE R, BHREET KS J555 i i 2k 7
P ZHENMXRAAAEEZEL., £, )8
P i 2 5 B 2 454 T8 e 00 VR S 22 1 Jin AR,
M Se i b e 451 T M T RO 25 45 HL bR LR
Ey ) | I 1l o R S D S s
B B, BT R TR, A s 2
ST IR A 2 AL 8 Ry T ) — i R A
B o 5 =, AR R s A v AR K RN A3 A A R
SR IIMAL, AF5TE A T S 1E AR AR 5
K5 Bt 2 R A I B IF 5 IR, ), 45
22 Ff S 1) O 3k 32 R A I H BRI R ¥ 4 ) B
BRI R FAE5 CAT R, =z 725
Xf b PRI, T IARIS Wi 50 ) 45 05 % R A A
20T B 1 1 Ry A IR ST I T A

f£4; CAT (CD-CAT)ZE il B 45 o) mf H 3R 45
6 (& ). W KS FIAES (X H b5 CD-CAT A fwl i
PPl @ f16, 514 CD-CAT WKRE W, RAE
T SR

%1 {£% CD-CAT ZBEmMCEK

oy ebnifE A

BAIr ik T

BN oA 5 B S R
KS J5 o 1ii {5 B LR AR
FTIH | POl R e

BLfil L RS A

KL. PWKL. HKL. MPWKL
SHE. MI
HA. GDI. PWCDI. PWADI

v DU Ak A

FETIXAMEE . KS S5 B nAL

CDIPWKL . ADIPWKL, PPWKL, PHKL

7 EESHAY - 7 =
AL e A HEARINAL . MPI J A8 3K

AL (KL, PWKL . MPWKL ., ML

MPI(i=12,34) MPI, -CDI . MPI,-CDI S-S A I e YR
J MR 25 78 F5 AL WDKL, SWDKL
LB BRHENPREIDR RT.RPG. 4327k . RAET84r: . P-SWDKL i35 H gt %
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3 W B#E CD-CAT I B LR g

U RAEIH X TRENE KS MfFEEMNH
Fr CD-CAT 3 5K & 1 4% .0, 2 X Bl F1E 5
CD-CAT B ZAFE . iR ¥ KS 581115 B a4
A3, AL RUH bR CD-CAT fI3ERE 7 k7 h =
X M BRI . (R B INACE 4 I ik M2y i
InAUE B8k
31 AMEBREESEE

WA I B 5 A0 7 vk A 4 T 2B Tk R T DU B
B H S, M ETEAL S CAT (3 CD-CAT)l 52
R A E R AT o (3% 0), 5L
W H#R CD-CAT S H Bk, HIR, CAT H3
T 365 Ty A A AR R — B AR AR 1 5
59, R il R E, LWL
PR g Sz B bR CD-CAT 424t TArfig. #dn,
McGlohen F1 Chang (2008) . #& & (2010)4351 LA
60 1 & KIFESE TS, SRIG 4 WIS HEll & F1 0 15
Ham KA.

WAL R B 5 AT, (EAUKYE o (3% 0 ) B1E B
W, R fE R B AR E & R0 (W RS
(McGlohen & Chang, 2008)., S5Fi AL, #
57 P REA AR o A1 O BIASTHR B, iR
TIH BRI S HE I R o RN
0 W5 Bl 7 M b F R, AR R e Se AR e
o B0 ARG . L, 454 o 10 Bfs B
S H EEAR AR B RZE AL EH bR CD-CAT 58 1Y
B,

32 FEEmMNEHGE
321 JFEREM 5% (dual information, DI)

Cheng(2007) # Vi kil PWKL (@) #1 KL, (0) #
HIH j i DI {5 BIAEbR DI, = wPWKL (@") +
(L-w)KL,(6") . DI Jriksits T KS Mgl
MM, BEFEE DI EFCR AT H HE PIKL (4)
1 KL, (0) MBUE A 25K, R # %4 DI AR AR
/NMWang et al., 2014), F &, F e85 2 4R &
FEF AT T B — R A B ik
322 FRELZ—ENMNTEHISE

HAEH . L 5 X BUE R S
eE bR ARG —E Nk, ETF I, Wang %
A (2014) 42 1 S 3% PWKL(Q) i PWKL(O) 47 &
I SF G ( pel ] )R I 23 KL (s ) e 4 AL
¥, B H KA Nk (aggregate  ranked

information method, ARI) Fl b5 #E 22 & W ¥
(aggregate standardized information method, ASl),
I
ARI; =argmax{w- pel PWKL (a")] +
(L-w) pel PWKL;(0").j e R} (8)
ASI; =argmax{w- s|PWKL(a")] +
(L-w)-s{KL,(0")],j e R} ©)

ANEFH o F R Mbr itk B AL, Da A
(2016) # 1l %6 XF 0 9 Fisher {7 B 4t 1,(0) il
SHE (&) #EAT XM BB 4, SR I IMBCR AR H A7
{ZREBAFE" (dapperness with information,
DWI) #3547 wlog(!,(6)) - (1— w)l0g(SHE (&) -
M T BT R R R 0 B 0.5 IR HAE .
Tk, DWI J7 B4 i fk g vk 448 1,(0) 1 SHE, (&)
FRMIE . BF5E £, DWI 557056 7 A
b, BCHIE R AR, RE AT .

LRI, ARl ASI 5 DWI #3%F DI ik
X G AN 0 i L EAT R NG — B BT R . ARI
Xof 4 S0 R HEE SR AS R I S, E—E
TR FRBUEBER, HASZBE KNS,
DWI il 3 G 82 K /N 0 AR ity L T 326 A0 17 5% i
(Zheng et al., 2018). ik Ly, 5 DI JrikALt,
16 KSHIRE St 7 TH, ARI AU RN 25, ASI 7 i
Bk, DWI kIR G TR = . BLAh, ASI
M ARI T EEARBR T PWKL {5 B8, i, Kang
2N (2017)7E ASI Fl ARI J5 ik HiE Ff MPWKL {5
BEE2E5] MASI Fil MARI 5.

3.2.3 Jensen-Shannon (JS)IE ik 5 /5 5%

R Lin (1991)H IS ES Y5 X, Kang %5 A
(2017) B Jo i SUMAL I3 Aii g =wfy +A-w) f;, &R
Ja Xt KL(f;||g) 5 KL(f;|g) K IMALF-3, HE &
NMTiH jH ISHEWT .

JS;(f5 1 f3) =wKL;(f5 | g) + A-w)KL,(; || £)- (10)

JSHE B AR . TRRA = AR
AT KL, M1l SHE, ¥ AT DLE A BRAMHE %
Sy IS HEES, I H AL VEARE A A HE S o A 1)
PRI BFFE R, IS J5 kil vk R0l IS B s
T RBYIHH, HA MR 8 & F ARI, ASI,
MARI #1 MASI J7i%, 1 H. IS 7k i3 B G HE
i, TSRS . A, Kang % A (2017)i8 5
TAEARNE LT ISHE, IR T ISHEE 5 EAF
B Fisher f[f BREIIKLR,



%124 JE

(NI 1o R R A E B RIE 4 BBvi ik o Y 2165

33 ARMVEBERZE

Wang % A (2012)Fl Zheng % A (2018)#545 Hi
XH bR CD-CAT Hhal 5l M2 Wi e A N 25
0, 3R I mAUE B E T G B 2R Rk
Uy 3% (information product approach, 1PA), Wang
55N (2012)% L e 48 b5 MPIL g, RS
FORM BRI T30 B 25 2819 Ja 1~ BN
AR AT Fea) R T2, AT g, AR R

O HEEEEE R R Pl:H[(uk—bk—qjk)/uk]-
k=1
(Z-1)—(=b =g ) (L-L)] - KL {5 BEEHTHE

K
*’j? PZ = Z(uk _bk)|:zKL(au’av) / 2K_l
k=1 Q,

BUEL O IKAMPHHESE B = (1-5,)A-g,)- B, AJF
Sy % O ) Fisher {5 BUREIAGERT. Hrb, [ 2
JEYE kB Eni/hE R, 5 B B, B
TNALKERE X KS #0044 1K B2 AR B = (Wang
etal., 2012), ER#F], B BAUE M T DINA 7Y
Sh, Heethetibn ol HFATATIS R ik, 4
Xof 4 S AR 4R D) A AR AR S AR bR R RE LA R
R

IPA J7 i FE A2 Wi E (5 2R R K A
et bRt SR E B EM TS . Zheng %A
(2018) % % T PWKL,(&)-KL,(0) 5 PWADI,-
KL, (0) RIS REF I, #5 i 1PA J7iktt  A0 oA
THIG ASHFD ARI SEHERS, [EET IPA 1A ALK,
RS2 8RR S (B A 520 . R, DWI D5k
1/ SHE(&) nI R R KA Jedsbr, M DWI Jrik
WARE—F IPA ik, HHN, X IPA Jrik B4k
W o fE B B X Bz M, B loglPA=
log PWKL(&) +10gKL(6) , X X i W log PWKL(Q)
il log KL(0) HIMALT-45 . R, IPA 76— FEE | H.
A H bR CD-CAT 1 H k37 2 1 — e HEHE SR
3.4 W B#r CD-CAT i% 20 5B & 3

P B i o A B IR Y 05 B A S

F1 DINA

BUF B k2 = H AR CD-CAT LRI %,
W3 2, 85, WM BE K o 0 5 B
ST N FRERE . TR, KIS B o il 2
AW Beal 5 456 WA A5 B A A 5 DN 35 4R T a4
G G B R, HOK, (5 B EINBCEY
T LA T K o A O HIR B R R — R —
fabr, B BUEAHZER R, T&, FRE —Jrm
s A THEY . PRUESTEL. B NGHE B2
IMBCE-35 5, 53— 7 i Xt o #0185
A AR HE T IS BE B 1R AT v o R B R I3
JrikFEIZH T CD-CAT W i PWKL, KL
i SHE #Ef6 bR, I HRIMELF ) DWI L ARI Fl
IS IR AE IR AN B8 254 T X KS 9 2 #ER 7 0.9
Z£47, RMSE 7£ 0.4 Z£47(Wang et al., 2014; Dai
etal., 2016; Kang et al., 2017), S5 A5
Kk, 450 %5 2 M E B R . FRNH
F5 CD-CAT i H - 1iE 48 b 55 Jr X W 55 S H b
CD-CAT % IR W, il S Ag B o

FEH, NEZEERNACEY R EZ
ERA3 o dE i LA 0 B 1 Z (M| Z >4, Cheng(2007)
& BRI AR (B AN, AN [ AE X DI J5 325 1 52 1
fR/IN, Dai % A (2016) & AL E 2 0.5 A, DWI J5 ik
FITRA . Wang 25 A (2014) M R Ge % L T = 2840
Bt B—, HISHURE, RIS ¢ 350 H it
WERw=t/(L+D); £, LUEMAE, IXF
SR oD D) 5 RS B Inf, B
Infy 2205 5 HARE BRI E, W ow,=w/
(m+w,) (H A wlz(lnfg—lnng)llnfg . Wy =
(Inf, — InfT) [ Inf,) ; 55 =, i3 & P 9 AR o i) Bt
(1,75 Tx) 5B K15 B ) 2 i 50E B
T PR 2 AL o il fTT4E H, ASIFT AR Jrikrp
iz LS B S IEA A F A E . IS E S
FHF e i JE, SEUEAN S T B
R, M T A U5 TR AT AN R AL
HEHE L

* 2 E#HR CD-CAT KT AR

P Bk st 7 B EINAE 2

ZYFOMALR B

Wik HAZMBCE-: DI

QMM KL {5 B yEHIFE WAL . B-FIB). B,-FI(6). P,-FI(6)

%Gi—&4. ASI. ARl. MASI. MARI, DWI
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Item selection methods for cognitive diagnostic computerized adaptive testing
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Abstract: Dual-objective cognitive diagnostic computerized adaptive testing (CD-CAT), which considers
knowledge status and ability simultaneously, has become more and more popular with the theoretical and
practical development of CD-CAT. Item selection methods play a key role in CD-CAT. This paper
systematically reviews existing item selection methods on traditional and dual-objective CD-CAT, and
summarizes the types, characteristics, relations, and performance of these methods. Furthermore, several
future research directions were illustrated. First, it is necessary to study item selection strategy with general
cognitive models and under complex test conditions. Second, it isimportant to develop indexes representing
items and test characteristic of dual-objective diagnostic testing. Finally, it is meaningful to conduct
research on non-parametric item selection methods and practical applications of CD-CAT.

Key words: computerized adaptive testing, cognitive diagnostic model, item selective strategy, measurement

accuracy, non-statistical constraints





