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CAT

1 2

C DN R 2= E B2, i 610066) (G ALITIRHL A2 & RO BWFEE AT, LT 100875)

T H G R N 2 2B OC R BB & A L W5 0 AE R AR, BT HLE S D 5
(Computerized Adaptive Testing, CAT) IR EZEMIEG T AW FM . AR SCAEINFIS W CAT HHEXT AR LR
I E ORI R, B S MOy kRN H o B4 12Z (1) Monte Carlo J7 7% 55 H G4& J Al 45
4, 24 MC-IE; (2) Monte Carlo 7% 5 & KL Fetebr ik 45 G, iC8 MC-MPI; (3) Monte Carlo /775 5R
il B 7 M5 A, id 8 MC-RT; (4) Monte Carlo J7 %5 BR#il ¥ BEF8 45 7 i A0 45 &, 128 MC-RPG L B(5)
Monte Carlo 7775 5 f K5 WA R I iE L4, 00 MC-PP. RJg @t fE4et . Wk, &k, Joast A~y
FANE PG T A 12 S L Al S AR AR B R R LR TR R B, TR B, (1) AH
[ 3 A0 75 0 AE AN TR) SR MR S5 4 R 00 H RS FR 0 A A S oL, ISR BEFR ek L WS, R, JCAS R RNk T S5 R
TP AR AL, (2) MBS, ARRJ7E ISR & S UKk MC-PP, MC-IE. MC-RT. MC-MPI
1 MC-RPG J5¥%; i H BRGS0 45 M 9 MC-RPG, MC-MPI, MC-RT, MC-IE fil MC-PP 7k, 4i—
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ALY, MC-RPG T LB 255 R IEAF, MC-MPI Ik R MK Z
RS WS FHALIL Al R g, MRS BE S T H B R, AR

B841

1 55

AL B & W 5 (Computerized Adaptive
Testing, CAT)% et THOIRTECAEZ W H EiY
B REAS T ICRE 17K, IR AT 28 R W 2 252 3 DA
AR Hh e Al A WA 1 I E I Bk,
B R LN o e T A ARG D A LA 46
T 26 4 B 1 [+) s 52 0 06 3K B 7 7K ST 1Y v 8
(Chang & Ying, 1999),

A2 W VA AR 30 A 1 90 A 2250 5 o7 9 ) G
3 AR I 50 I s M (AR 55 . ARG L AR R
ML RESEAE), MM AL FEAN A2 {5 B . A 2001
4F 2 [H 4 % “No Child Left Behind” (NCLB) %
2011“Race to the top” - HH2= S PR & T iy,
B RSP R 2R P A R e A R 4
(2010-2020)4F ) o4 J31) 35 T 0 46 F) DA N2 W T E o
KNS WA I 3 A BF S F4 A, CAT J&—Fifi %

e H : 2014-01-05

. ARTERIMEIEA.  E S TE Rl
Fiz Wit LA B & N 55 (Cognitive  Diagnostic
Computerized Adaptive Testing, CD-CAT)” ANMUHEXT
A AN 5 i e P b R AR K R T a2, T H
&5 T2 WiPAh i vER PE FITRCE (Cheng, 2009) ., 4]
41l Tatsuoka Fil Tatsuoka (1997)2K il CD-CAT Jita il 43~
RO I 6 T B A 0 6 4 oR R BN LA A Y
I Vi 255 A 5 A 0 502 A 4 B M () e A S5
b s B EGT <@y, ARfir), fhit%
AR HEREER, JFREA R R AN . I,
CD-CAT 7£ & M &t &0 3 A5 3] 8ok b £ 1) 56 i
(Chen, Xin, Wang, & Chang, 2012; Cheng, 2009;
McGlohen & Chang, 2008; Xu, Chang, & Douglas,
2003; ik, THR, 2007; TR, 2009, 4555),
&5 CAT —FE, CD-CAT f 35 /5% . WIHRI
H Ry . PR | R BrfhTH Iy g fn e b AL L
AN REER I3 o H v B AR I R > WA 24 1

* P B EEIT HRBHEE AR A4 (132B0155) . E K A KRB 4ET H (31400897) %1,
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BRI H, B e A A A B R
Z—. 1IEAN Cheng Al Chang (2009)LA &% van der
Linden (2000)f§ 1 CAT MU E % LG MLk
(statistical optimization)|n) 8, N5 & —LedE4E it
Ly (nonstatistical constraints) &A% . GEitTthAb+s o
8 R LA ) EoR L ARG AR E AR H
BROCPE I MIN A 200 . AL S8 CAT —#, JESEHL
HRALSE CD-CAT 52 B Hh e 22 7 J 1Y) 5 2 [ L 1 o,
Tt H B G AR RI I H 4 AR . AR B GRARR
T H BB FE AR o 2 RE 535 H # G
B AT I, R AR R b YR 2 AR A R AR B 1)
NFIFIE T30 ez, BEEAEOR, 1 E A A L
B, T, A Z AT B2 R B
R 85 22 4 I AR S L B S o UK, N 2 R
TSR 5 P A8 JICG . — 2L Sk . CD-CAT 3 23R
T 28 A5 19 4% > N 2 SR A 1A S 1Y e ], T E S B
(R B, A SRR I o0 A P L I H
FEIE Y, SRS o 2RI FX SE 2 O s M B,
AT AR I e A P A A o B, S B ) A
M R IEAFAR 2 A B C, AR AT BB B A A T
HMEE H O R SRR Mg, X, 2R
it Iy 3 H S S R Ry I R TR LR D
P ploa IR VE 22 T 5 AHEARS . it rT DL, i H
B G S PRI N 25 29 RS2 M I 6 22 4 . A6 A
LR E SRR,

— e, SR AR GE T2 R 2 TRl A B 2,
T & — SO R GE T 24 SRAE AT e BRI RS B2 . ALtk
B 1 5 A G % 7 A R TAE 00 4 A0 R ) R T RS 4R
e DR B RN H B OGI A) Pk . BT, CD-CAT 1Y

S3: KEH

T R W 32 AR b T 15 T 42 K B (Cheng, 2009;
McGlohen & Chang, 2008; Xu et al., 2003; Wang,
2013), #H5 H B2 (Wang, Chang, & Huebner,
2011; BFHL, W, 2013)F0H & N 25 (Cheng,
2010; Mao & Xin, 2013), %3 %4F, Hsu, Wang 1 Chen
(20134511 T 28 K CD-CAT B2 1E I FII5 H B
PEml ), B E ATk, ARG AR [R5 N 2
LYgORII H OGS BRI, A% CD-CAT 1Y
AR BIF 5 7 [A] B ELA P 25 24 SRR H B e 1 1 2%
T e 2 R By e ny R B .

2 N2

WA WS 46 3 M EEAMES ., Bk, JaE
FORMES AR AR . R RESCR NS, H TR
H AR RRAE o MR & M 2 18] i St S5 4 vl s
SRR o L L R ST R PR R RN 4 FhE RS
My et Wesh . A EURIJC4EH4 (Leighton, Gierl,
& Hunka, 2004), H¥K, HIHURZA (Knowledge States,
KS)F& B2 A48 Ja8 1 J2 90 06 R e WA A B 2 4
o )@ ERES A, W B R B (4uribute Pattern
of Item, APDTSHREJEME)ZHOC R 0E NI AT A
R I H 2B A 42 F RN 23 8] 75 7% (Tatsuoka,
2009) 1] 73 A1 AN [A] J& ML 25 8 R BT A Al fERY KS A
APL, filtn, 4as 4 2 S phar @ e, P KS
(0, 0). (0, 1), (1, 0)F(1, 1), FiAH API k(0 1),
(1, O)VFI(1, 1)o —ftith, IS5 K A7 Ja P,
— A7 2K JKS, A28 - 128 APL M@ M A A2
HOEFRS, KS iy BAGL e/ 28 .

o —

5=, HE Oy BRI H SEMMLR, K H

S4: ToLhtgEL

OOOOOW

S1: k%! S2: Sl

S5: ph~rEY

K1 ARG 5 B P4t
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N o fUEREES A A%, HioxR
k=1, K;i=1,.,N) HEC 1 5% 0, WifmiH i %
EEbk k, Mg, =1, RZq,;=0. FK, Bk 1Y
KS 5 R K48 0-1 it a; = (2,05, %) o
AR ) SR B &, W ey S 1, A 0

AR A3 N2 Wi A 2 3 ok 5 P 2 =X 2 i 12
FRIE . BOSAR BOKF FIVES SOV YOG &R o i,
AL G A (The Reparameterized Unified Model,
RUM) (Hartz, 2002)3R N

K Y
P(szlyijk :1|aj’0j’7[i’rik’ci)
* K *(l-a;)qy
:ﬂ_i .Hk:”;'k( lljk)%l‘ .})C’ (ej) (1)

2wy Ay 3 R R WO R AR R R b i
EWH @ iRz HiZE ks, B g, =
P(Yo =1lau =1 Miry = P(Yop =1] oty =0) o EAITHY
HER B R R T R4, 7 =[], 2%
ERARERIE @ ZORMITARER, IEFEEX
IR VEIBER . o=y Sy, r BN, IR
RIEVE k SRR IE R AEZ I H 0 iHE
B, OB E AR i P E & RIX RS K
(O P, (6;) "3 Rasch RITHET, ¢, Ferm 5 F M
FE, 0,3 K A BER. O HERF R FERY
AR ER 3 VA o B K P o SRR b, RAER I F ST AR AR R
O FFESEH, WP (0,) % T 1(Hsu et al., 2013;
McGlohen & Chang, 2008; Wang et al., 2011),

RUM  H [a] — 3 i i A 25 0 25 A0 ] s MR R A
[F] 305 H B9AEA P OARE] ., 55 4h, WH 460 @ il Z,
BREX 3 Z A KS B9 af AR 2 i 0 B A HE
# P, Templin, Henson £l Templin (2008)%§ i ¥t iE
P A, M5 1) (the deterministic inputs, noisy
‘and’ gate, DINA)BIRIXTA4~01 H HAEW 73 Ry
P, —ReadEdE T H S AN g R, R
N —2 MR TE MM R, g PR 5 T ] (the
noisy inputs, deterministic ‘and’ gate, NIDA )R
[ei] — 4 1k T A A 250 0 5 R[] s 1 1 A [] 30 %)
KA, HILAT 0L, 5 DINA 1 NIDA HEALKH,
RUM B G IPr1ENL . 734h, RUM H 50 #r 92Fr
B BT BA S 2 WlUE (Wang et al., 2011), Uik
bb, BIEH BT CD-CAT MARCHTFSE (Hsu et al.,
2013; McGlohen & Chang, 2008; Wang et al., 2011),
T, AL RUM, IR P, () % T 1.

3 CD-CAT

AR SO T R B EL A PN 25 2 SRR H ' 4 ol
ST BRI B BB
3.1 CD-CAT #EFARARIER %

CD-CAT H A7 5% PN 28 2904 B R SR s E A 4
TAESE CAT HYAIRHIFE . BN, BT 145 CAT
IR INAL a-43 )2 )71, Cheng (2010)42 i K& IE
4 Ry X 4y FEFR AR (Maximum Modified Global Discri-
mination Index, MMGDI)3EM 5%, X4, Mao F
Xin (2013)¥:1£%¢ CAT 1 Monte Carlo J5%:(Belov,
Armstrong, & Weissman, 2008)1; F ] CD-CAT LAJ#i
JENEZAH, I35 H (1) Monte Carlo J5 32 75T /& 1]
B2 RS B B I kG B, IR RERE K
BB 43I H A B 2 E AN i W b BRI R it H g O
By (FEM R BE . 3 H BRI A A A H %
77 i, Monte Carlo J5 {2 iR BL#E L MMGDI J5 2
SR, HUtk, ABF50KZ A Monte Carlo J5 ik
DI 2055 N S 295

Monte Carlo J7 k% BIELEEER DI HZ
RIS G 205 F I, e TS it
5 H i EL 2 T NS YA, SR A I S 55 BT A
I 35 H AR YEAE B R Ar i BRI e I H . 7E
PERESE 1+1(1=0, 1,..., L= 1, L F/R B K ) H
ZH, BOAMPLRENMHE R & 2) S8 m
FORTEBERESE (+1 DI H 2R A G 10 TIN5 1
NG 3) B£A SEE r MR, B4, HEE
t+ 1TADIHAFE LU N LA PR B —, Yol G m —r
MG, KBElMIEALS S, HHAEZRE
PR RTINS AR A 45, e AT DL ) O B Bl PL
A WAL I I L e 2 S5 A i I L
AR E], S, PRECS RIS BT AR it A 5
HA R —F5), —HG m (L - oNBH, ErEe
WEEEWH; 5=, WZWHPI ks fe ' b
HARKGEERMIEERS + 1 ATH; 5,
FP S AR ¢ + 1T E AR 5 )5 15 2]
Ve T — I H PR A S
3.2 CD-CAT |10 B Rt R AL 77 7%

Bt X CD-CAT A5t H B i ) i1, Wang 2%
QOINTEML S CAT WF5TIehk b 12 s BR i (5 8y ik
(the Restrictive Threshold method, RT)FIFR il 17 B 5
PRIT 5 (the Restrictive Progressive Method, RPG). il
iTi2 i RUM JfBis 4 a7 J@ 451 a3k
Y, RT J5 ik 0 H0KS B2 v T RPG T ik iy 45 21, (HH
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5 H BG4 5 MR & RPG ik, Bk |, BT 6E
0 b 4 o) e R I Y RO B R R N R I H
2

B, FT W (2013)1E 7 B M5 T
3T DINA BRI T W H & 48 7 ik (tem
Eligibility, 1E). 472751k . B IER T8 bR (Modified
Priority Index, MP1)J5 7% \RT Fll RPG J7 {57 45 il 701
HEEER R, 455K, IE. MPL, RT
RPG Jr LA e — g P B L4 ol dpe R0 H R R
3.3 CD-CAT HEFIRITARBIER %

FEFOAWISE, 5055 [R) B 25K PN 75 24 o gk
JeEE Iy, ASGE R R S ROk,

3.3.1 Monte Carlo /5%5 IE % &, ich
MC-IE 753%

ZOT AR RS I 86 2 s OB ik
(van der Linden & Veldkamp, 2004)15 2| i A A % 4%
T} 32 B 3t 00 ) 00 R R PR . RS, 12
Monte Carlo J7 L TEIZ TR ik £RIN 56 1 H
Hrb, IE Jrikdad DU U E W H i (i=1,2, ..., N,
N FIR B PR ) R A A GRS 45 L j + 1 (G =0,
1,2, ..., M =1, M FmRpal B AN, B E M 4
SrFRRIE i R A BRI E S 5
HFEMNES A MRKRA 4 cE , I H P4)=
P(4 | E)-P(E;) o HUGTREIH @ 5Tk j+1 A48
MHER PTU(E,) o (BB R H BN ™ J
7
L)

P(4; | E;) P(4;)

KRQEREER, WITH i XL j+1 SRR

) max  pl,..,Jj A
g gy L) gy
P> (4)

rmax ‘Pl’“’j(Ei) .
Pl,.“,_/ (Ai) ’ °©

P(E;) 2

PIYE) = min{ (3)

WH i AR H @ R, A RIER ) H
B, MET AR RN 0 B
A PNE)=1. fJa, % P7T(E) KT[0,11H FfHL
Bov,, WIH i A SR j+ 1, 2 IR8R .
3.3.2 Monte Carlo 5355 MP1 54 &, icA
MC-MPI 753%

¥ MMGDI J5 #: (Cheng, 2009) 7 J& P -1 4

P4 e RIH B RAR, HHAEWH @

MPI 4 .

r M
a:

max
r

Horp, /™ ROR AR ORI HBEGR, 0 B i
AT H RS, Index ™ FRmT0 A {5 RS
F%, TR Kullback-Leibler (KL)E B | J5 5 AL
KL (Posterior Weighted Kullback-Leibler, PWKL) , 2%
A5 5 M B AL IR & KL (Hybrid Kullback-
Leibler, HKL)FIl Shannon /§(SHE){5 B &il& . 4
S|4, KL F PWKL (315575 2 40T (Cheng, 2009) :

MPI; = - Index; . “)

KL(@™H=3" 3" loglP(X,=x| & VP(X,=x | a,)]
P(X; =x|a"™); (5)

PIKL(& =32 3" loglP(X, = x| &™)/
P(X; = x| @ )IP(X; = x| &'z, (,);
(6)
Hoip 7, (@) =7 0(@) L™ @), mg(a.) Fom Al
PURE a, SRR, L™ |a,) WK EE, 4
w, REWH @ WAIEZ N, B4 L™ la,) =
[T R @ - Bla)t™ .

TJ&, MC-MPI JFiEAEBE B3R c+1(6=0, 1,2, ...,
L — 1)/ B Z #iiz F Monte Carlo J5 45 35 £ 10
HIF3U,,,, SRIGTEU,,, PEPE MPI{H i K A0
Ho
3.3.3 Monte Carlo /5755 RT AZEHEES, idA

MC-RT 3%

127 LA AR S I 5 2 /iR R R K
TR A AR A IR S 5O RS vh 25 45 T Bl —
MR TBE, MBS 1+ 10¢=0,1,2, ..., L -1
WHE, BTz 8 E iz Monte Carlo /7
EAR R HFS U, , RETEU,,, Tz RT 7
RN R H . BRI, RT AU, T EEE
V& TE B K AT B i — 8/ X (8] [max(Index) — 5,
max(Index)] N B35 H 4E rh BENLEH — 3 H , Hrp
5 = [max(Index) —min(Index)]*(1—¢/ L)’ , B {8
K, SN, ARG, TH BRI AR
I, BRI H B G o A AN RS B p A e,
R TTAR i I 35 K RIE W
3.3.4 Monte Carlo /555 RPG #H%&4&, idh

MC-RPG 7%
MC-RPG JriEfEIE S ¢+ 1(6=1,2, ..., L - 1)
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EE ¢

AIHEF, B 5612 ] Monte Carlo Jy i Az sl £ 150
HI¥HIU,,,, RJ5icH RPG ik T =N aE £ 55
WH .
i, =argmax{(l—e¢ /e_i)[(l —t/L)R;
+1Index; x pt/ L], ieS,}. (N

¢ 5 e, SFBIF/RIH i BREE AR AN I H LR,
S, ABABE . 4 H 5 TR E A5 B
MR, B4R ~U@O, H) . [d RT J7ik—
FE, g, I SERf, 0 E BRI S MR 2E
3.3.5 Monte Carlo 772 5FIRRKE R X FEHER
FiEHE S, i MC-PP /&

K CAT 55E K CAT MLk, RELERE -2
B K B 0 5 ol 1 B g 0 i 3 3 T A
o E B 3K N R ) TUORG BB 22 ) it T M '
BB/ NI H AT DA H B A, TR, A
SCRE IR S B RS B pp . (Hsu et al., 2013)
VB A I K FE A BREE, IF5 Monte Carlo Jrik&h &
VAR, BASkPE, B r+1(0=1,2, ..., L-1)
ATH Z T, FIWT T FUR S S B AR ) e R
R IRBN TR TR, — BIRBHAE LLS £ 8 7E
Monte Carlo J7 k3 t fEEE I H 1y 51 b BA 5/
T EHBEGRR h AT E P REPLERE, SN EAA
BRI EAEERAIHE

MC-IE Jyikiz Al 1E J7 3576 55 Z w5 i pg it §
() 75 AR il B K H B3, MC-MPI il MC-RPG
J7E7E Monte Carlo J7 7% 2E H 300 H H 48 il 5 K30
H gt 2, MR LLAEWF 5T (van der Linden &
Veldkamp, 2004; Mao & Xin, 2013)#E%1, &1
REAE—E R RE bl R e R H BRL R 23,

4 BEGE 1s TRIEELAT PRI
R AR PR BT 9 He

58—z RUM 43307E 5 Fls gt T L
Matlab (R2010a)k T H 45 CAT U AT
7%, e MC-IE, MC-MPI, MC-RT., MC-RPG Al
MC-PP [ SR PY
4.1 WRF*

4.1.1 BERREIA %

FELPERL(ST) MR BH(S2) . K HL(S3) . ToA5#4(S4)
FUIhS7(SS) TP B PES5# TABLEUE . {545 Wang
FQOIDVMIE, BAMPEAT 480 i, —3t
A 6 M@, ARIEE 1 ATHIE S1, S2. S3. S4
1 S5 HFIZER T 25145 6.7, 15,32 F1 63 25 APIL,

T, AS[FJE SR B 5 T R ) AP H = A,
Bz nI A% O HikfE . HARML, XF S3. S4 fil S5 J@ 4
¥y, U R A& RS TR APT BYI0 H BRI 20 504 .
&1 ATHNEX 3 P PSS A T A 2 A A A JE M
W HEII R T 170, FehlHe, S1 4544 firf APL
(1,0,0,0,0,0). (1,1,0,0,0,0). (1,1,1,0,0,0). (1,1,1,1,0,0,).
(1,1,1,1,1,0081(1,1,1,1,1,1); S2 &5grh il API Ny
(1,0,0,0,0,0). (1,1,0,0,0,0). (1,1,1,0,0,0). (1,1,0,1,0,0).
(1,1,1,1,0,0), (1,1,1,1,1,0)F1(1,1,1,1,1,1). T2, S1
A S2 ghfyrh HAA APL A(1,1,1,1,1, D)9 H A % #
SEARNAENE . I, RS A APT IR AIA ) 43 A1,
B RECE AL S m I B Ao /N F 100, %
FEENI G5 N ZS LT, R T 53 L P2 AN 78 43 K 39 A8 5 s
FIRZI, A S1 A1 S2 544 AP Ay(1,1,1,1,1,1) 435
H A0 i LA 55 28 30%, MMl 255 75
AR PER I HANBE 150 Zidy, HAZERI I H IR
I 5] o3 AR

K Wang %5 (2011)F1 Hsu 25 (2013)09 77 1%, 1%
¥ RUM 35 H B 504 4 7, ~U(0.75, 0.95) Fl
e ~U(0.2,0.95) (i=1, 2, ..., 480; k=1, 2, ..., 6).
4.1.2 #WiXRE A E

TE 8 PEE R A R AT T, AR
W KS IR 530, IFEAERERI @ 2518 R 4L 2000
M. B H RUM iR (7 =1, 2, ..., 2000)
IEWPEAIE i (i=1,2, ..., 480)IHER P, SR
A2 [0, 1)K Y BEHLEL s, o 2R B, KT s, Mg/
FEIH i BRI 1, FIR 0. % O K FE R
ARSI BEER ARG R &5 R L3 1 3k 2.
413 IME®EEAE

SHIAE 5 FUBPEHRIZ ] MC-IE. MC-MPI,
MC-RT .MC-RPG F1 MC-PP J5%i% % . Cheng (2009)
o2, PWKL A EET KL, HKL F
SHE. 734, PWKL Z R AURES G BAE%, T
SRR ITIERR T AERE RS — I H iR ] KL /R
H R ETEbRAN, Hem H YR PWKLAE B {5 B at
FabR . % TR TEM S 8 hnfee e 2t 5 (94~ %00] LA
e WU R B, 000 9 R A s/ g3 T 18 B8O DN
K BE IR IR AN K, AN SCXT Mao F11 Xin (2013)H Monte
Carlo JTEHSH m B &SI T IR, DRSS ¢ (¢
< L-3)4uHEF, 4 m=max{[Qt+1)/(L-1)],3},
Bl Qe+ DAL -0) ENE EAZ S 3 Kk, 4
VERE ST 3 I H R, BUm=L, L ISR Ah,
Monte Carlo J7IEARE 1] DITE—ERE FHE SR
IR H AR, BFLIAE MC-RT Fil MC-RPG J7
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R 1 FRRBMHEMTEREE S BIENTE MK ALD

) Jai
Siitxtg A S5 1

Al A2 A3 A4 AS A6

i = S1 480 413 355 286 223 159
S2 480 420 299 309 184 147

S3 480 335 168 377 185 177

S4 480 237 241 240 234 238

S5 248 248 248 239 221 255

Wik S1 1720 1444 1141 867 580 301
S2 1743 1484 999 990 507 251

S3 1893 1252 638 1507 762 751

S4 1938 964 941 991 996 970

S5 1022 992 974 1024 972 1023

e S1: ZRMEAY; S2: WslAY; S3: &AL S4: JoehMAY; S5: A AR [E)

x2 TRABRMEMTEEERFRBENHTEMHE LA

gifxtg  RHESEH Ll
0 1 3 4 5 6
T H S1 0 67 58 69 63 64 159
S2 0 60 53 126 57 37 147
S3 0 26 70 133 129 91 31
S4 0 8 70 168 159 68 7
S5 0 40 112 164 120 41 3
ik S1 280 276 303 274 287 279 301
S2 257 259 248 483 246 256 251
S3 107 135 235 525 503 359 136
S4 62 66 311 592 578 322 69
S5 19 201 441 669 462 179 29
e o A I SRS BEOR W 3 A B H oI Bl 0.2,
Wiy, & BT 20 B, MC-PP JTiEW pp BN 4.1.6 TFNIEHR

0.8, h 55T 10, 7E 5 MEMEL5H T o3 nliz 5 F#h
P HAR R L S AR — R e, — 3Ltk AT
725 AL S
4.1.4 NIRRT AE

Bifi AL 356 1% — Fofr 1 OB S A A B A 00 s R
RAS, DUR SRR AISR (MLE) J5 At 19l i3
PURE
4.1.5 MIGER

% L)1 WF 5% (Finkelman, Kim, Roussos, &
Verschoor, 2010; Mao & Xin, 2013)4% SCAR 15 1 56 3t
FRVLTRZF: (1) MBI, 25; (2) HAEAE
I H AP T 44 (3) A 4 FIERESRIET, 1
PRI I B AN T 5 A2 9205 (4) BEPLEN E
55 49 BURNES 274 Ak “FOMIE ", BEETA 5 AN
AR B X P E . J38b, fRuHBOLERR

SR FH 20 T RS 4 o 3 e 4% 7
VERPE . FER, S8 kSRR N kAR v
L T 8 5 4 0 A S 4 1 A L
BB M 2, B /M BRI Bk Y
KS 3 EERA B AR £ 5 M 2, B
fIM .

A SC e P IO MG R DU 4 . A
Kt FERGI H (RPBRE R KT 0.2)BIHufl . 47 45
I 6 8 T 4% A O IR (1
GO, Hord, 2 GO R R I F G ¢ ALY
IR ZIE R . & S TR K E L RLUE
P E SO N, B 2 =Y (6 -8) /5] o HAH M
AN, R LI R S D T R E O b
HILIE P 05 A 1 = 1] 490 28 % 1 990 A 5
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BREZ., A30izH/A(8) (Chen, Ankenmann,
& Spray, 2003)3 15 55 5 & %,
. L., N
T= NS” +T o ®)
Ho, 82 FORT0H BEGAR I J5 22 I 56 T B ARGl
Tt H e R AT
e Ja, R G — 8 94 AR R ) 77 1 (R,
THE, WIS, FGE 2006; X2, TRE, #if
5, 2008) VT £ A~ 3 R SR s E DR R RN R 5 3
SIPERIER G RN . BRI X (A AR AT i 4
b, PFZAEIR 0 RABAE R o0 BE, 45 1 AR s 7R
ZFabs ERMEAE 35, SKPIE 0 AR X (A8
AT bR, DR IEAN H8 A b 0 e/ ME TR 4
LA 3 R SR W AR % R b AR R o BE, SRIE Y
Wil SE—mMNiG, MEA-BEERIER 5 P4
b PR A I e, SRR 2, o B g
G5B EE A, 8 T A A % ) A T 4 R
TIALZR B IAGR FIE R, 2% B 12356 191 5 gk 73X

LA HSEE RIS, [ 2Z IRk
42 MRER
4.2.1 EBANBEMIKS ByF| AR

d2e 3 a2, [ B ESE H I () T A BT i
Xof BN SR PR RS, BIAnTE S1 1 S2 4t rh
A TR AE R I AE 0.99 LU E; (2) B S5 454 4h,
AR T iR R B SR M N E R Z 22/ T 0.03; (3)
AN TR 5 1 0t J 2 4 A X 0 o 3 IR IR R
MC-PP, MC-IE, MC-RT, MC-MPI 1 MC-RPG Jy
o MFIFRAE ST, S2. S3. S4 Fl S5 45 T Y
KS JIAERMRIRFFAC, 76 ST, S2. S3. S4 Fl S5 4%
FITN APL B BRI Jin, 8 h 2% A 425 APL Y
Tt H R, BV Y g A PE AR T RIS, 3X
Al BB PR AT IR KS HIHE R W R AR SRR 22
—. BN, XFS1, S2 F1 S3 4544, MC-PP, MC-IE,
MC-RT Fl MC-MPI (1 HFMEZ 22 AR, EITKS /)
HIHE R I KT 0.94; MC-RT Fl MC-MPI J5 B 7E 45 Fif
Ja S5 R R SRS B 25 5. kAN, MC-PP U7

R3 BMEBEATZEFRRBUEEHTHAIERER

J&

JR LS TERET5 15 KS
Al A2 A3 A4 A5 A6

s1 MC-PP 0.999 0.999 0.997 0.999 0.998 1.000 0.991
MC-IE 1.000 0.998 0.997 0.998 0.999 1.000 0.991

MC-RT 0.999 0.997 0.997 0.998 1.000 1.000 0.991

MC-MPI 0.998 0.995 0.999 0.999 1.000 1.000 0.991

MC-RPG 0.995 0.995 0.996 0.995 0.997 0.999 0.977

2 MC-PP 0.999 0.997 0.997 0.997 1.000 1.000 0.988
MC-IE 0.998 0.999 0.995 0.998 0.998 1.000 0.988

MC-RT 0.999 0.998 0.998 0.997 0.996 1.000 0.988

MC-MPI 1.000 0.996 0.995 0.992 0.997 0.999 0.981

MC-RPG 0.999 0.993 0.994 0.994 0.995 0.999 0.974

S3 MC-PP 0.998 0.994 0.996 0.996 0.988 0.994 0.969
MC-IE 1.000 0.991 0.995 0.993 0.984 0.987 0.953

MC-RT 0.999 0.985 0.992 0.993 0.977 0.987 0.941

MC-MPI 0.998 0.986 0.987 0.995 0.977 0.984 0.937

MC-RPG 1.000 0.981 0.984 0.988 0.969 0.977 0.916

S4 MC-PP 0.998 0.978 0.971 0.971 0.962 0.971 0.878
MC-IE 0.996 0.964 0.967 0.967 0.962 0.969 0.865

MC-RT 0.992 0.966 0.963 0.965 0.952 0.964 0.847

MC-MPI 0.995 0.967 0.956 0.966 0.953 0.960 0.842

MC-RPG 0.997 0.963 0.949 0.945 0.946 0.946 0.816

S5 MC-PP 0.955 0.952 0.959 0.954 0.962 0.952 0.798
MC-IE 0.956 0.945 0.945 0.938 0.943 0.948 0.751

MC-RT 0.940 0.924 0.952 0.939 0.942 0.938 0.731

MC-MPI 0.929 0.943 0.944 0.920 0.931 0.942 0.727

MC-RPG 0.932 0.917 0.934 0.917 0.914 0.929 0.681
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x4 EEMRFINE BT EMTTE KS FUERM#AR ST

A FPRIPUR A H i A

JE VLS5 TR TT vk MI M2
SN R Ty PRk

S4 MC-PP 0.698 1 0.873 0.082 23 4.182
MC-IE 0.667 1 0.855 0.08 2.4 4.09

MC-RT 0.673 0.983 0.834 0.083 2.7 4273

MC-MPI 0.667 0.971 0.825 0.084 2.6 4273

MC-RPG 0.508 0.986 0.798 0.109 2.4 4.182

S5 MC-PP 0.526 0.96 0.793 0.104 1.7 4.182
MC-IE 0.519 1 0.736 0.112 1.9 4.455

MC-RT 0.432 0.969 0.722 0.136 1.8 4.455

MC-MPI 0.440 1 0.710 0.129 22 4.546

MC-RPG 0.414 0.967 0.667 0.136 1.8 4.455

e M1 M2 251 FIER /N ORI 10 ZERPURES 2 547 1 JR 14

BAEAFBIELE T KS MHIEREE R T%T 0.8,
X % A% T T A 3k B I RS BE 0 % T P ] 0
Higt,

S pE— 43 M S4 Fl S5 45k R KS FIUER T %
R, % 4 it T X AR T 4528 KS 11
FIMER, G5RFW, BRI IEXIARRE KS R
AR R 225 o BIANAE S4 S540 T fe/NAIME R AN
I RAMER I 22 533K 0.3 LU 78 S5 A fie/IME Al
KAEZ [FAHZZE 8852 0.4; MC-RT .MC-MPI 1 MC-RPG
ITIETE S5 S5F T S/ IME RN 5 KAB 22 0] 1 25 S ok
0.5, A HMER R /N 10 28 KS PR S
P MI(M2)., H13& 4 7750, M1 B /NF M2,
XKW, T8 S4 F S5 Z5# T 4= 8 A E A Ik
B KS M HIMEREAR, FEREMHEANBER 2 T8 KS
R R A T 2 e Ok e 4 SR SRR T fiE S5 APT A
KS B4« SR PELE A LA SR A 2 R R R AT
4N, S4 F1 S5 Z5Fyrh KS Bt kT S1, S2 Al
S3 ) KS %k, MiNifli S4 F1 S5 #1443 KS fIH3%
FOMBEXER A AER T, 558, RUM b, T H %4
(A J8 PR AR 2 S e IE AR 2R, AR 2 WK
WaT H %A 2.3 5 4 NEtE, HitERR D EE
() 8 3 E B R 25 00 H ORI e PE T AR L R T 2
o PR B R AN S e, T (R R R R
Ol M, S4 F1 S5 AR JE AN IR KS 1Y
S AR Y SR PR R — 2 IR UE S
422 IMEBAERLER

2 5 G IT RAEAS [R] @ PS5 R I H B
RIYEER . SR L, HIF 5 RAEAS [F) & 4544 R i
HEEGRA —2, RIS kI H B S A
ZJE PSSR B NI 7 vk AR AR R R PSS R R Y

RMEAY RS B4R, MFEEMHLHT .
(1) MC-PP Jy i Hh 8 ) R fe AR (BR S2 F1 S3 41,
ik BE BRI . B TR 4 R
i, MC-PP Jikmymi HEEGH S22 . (2)
MC-IE J5 i R ZE 1 HT 28 (KR S2 Fi S3 A1) MC-PP
D7, S I B LA L 0 B R R
B E/NF MC-PP Jrikiygh s, Sk bRy
SJPEE MC-PP J7iE R4 R4, (3) MC-RT Al
MC-MPI st B2 B G35 H ) H i) 056 5 & %A 52
EHAR Kk 24>, H % /NF MCIE J5 ik my 4 4,
MC-MPI @ e ] 25K T MC-RT. &Sk I,
MC-MPI J5 ik 351 H BE 565345 Lt MC-RT J7 ik
%o (4) MC-RPG J7iE7E T AT J@ P4 A6 T Y L e )
IR 100%, o B BOEI 5 9405 T 1, g
B R 7B /DT HAB T B, R I 3 R
SRR, B2, SRR E B AR
FUFH MC-RPG, MC-MPI, MC-RT. MC-IE #i
MC-PP 57k . [l s 2 i) e 3 R W6 i B
GG — R AE T LR B S Fhos e & RIS,
KK} MC-RPG. MC-MPI. MC-RT. MC-IE HI
MC-PP J5ik,

S BFIT 2. (L S AR
B A I T AR 1k 0

51 WRFZ*

M 3 0l A1, S1 A1 S2 W[l A N AL Al
W s o A T R R 23R 31 0.97 LA L. T, MY
W — AP ARG R, ST R S2 w4 Ty 1 il i
WA E 2R A8, S4 hh 4 A EHE R
M7, BRI S4 F1 S5 LEMARAML. Ik, BF5
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®5 EWMERAEZEARBEHEMTHEBARER
JEMESER EUTk e UR NOR OR 7 Gt—Ht 2
O 0> 0; max

S1 MC-PP 0.003 0.021 0.080 0.496 0.898 0.044 0.146  44.786 2.425
MC-IE 0.004 0.022 0.086 0.214 0.900 0.027 0.127 35.723 2.527

MC-RT 0.011 0.034 0.081 0.355 0.952 0.010 0.106 25.821 2815

MC-MPI 0.006 0.042 0.091 0.333 0.938 0.004 0.098 21.838 3.156

MC-RPG 0.027 0.042 0.071 0.320 1.000 0.002 0.075 11.018 3.926

52 MC-PP 0.004 0.021 0.079 0.447 0.908 0.052 0.142  43.086 2.438
MC-IE 0.004 0.024 0.087 0.224 0.898 0.021 0.124 34.268 2.557

MC-RT 0.013 0.036 0.075 0.309 0.940 0.010 0.104 24.619 2.813

MC-MPI 0.090 0.043 0.089 0.281 0.906 0.004 0.093 19.448 3.152

MC-RPG 0.028 0.044 0.071 0.267 1.000 0.002 0.072 9.729 3.962

53 MC-PP 0.003 0.018 0.010 0.593 0.898 0.063 0.175 59.971 2309
MC-IE 0.004 0.022 0.083 0.214 0.890 0.038 0.134 39.019 2.429

MC-RT 0.010 0.031 0.074 0.314 0.956 0.013 0.117 31.037 2.660

MC-MPI 0.009 0.043 0.087 0.289 0.931 0.004 0.093 19.370 3.133

MC-RPG 0.028 0.045 0.071 0.272 1.000 0.002 0.073 9.883 3.890

> MC-PP 0.002 0.021 0.069 0.575 0.869 0.056 0.176 59.096 2.190
MC-IE 0.002 0.027 0.081 0.213 0.917 0.027 0.129 36.936 2.409

MC-RT 0.078 0.032 0.078 0.272 0.958 0.017 0.112 28.911 2.558

MC-MPI 0.010 0.051 0.087 0.228 0.917 0.002 0.088 17.387 3.566

MC-RPG 0.028 0.046 0.074 0.210 1.000 0.002 0.070 8.478 3.832

8 MC-PP 0.002 0.017 0.065 0.750 0.838 0.054 0.201 71.224 2.030
MC-IE 0.002 0.002 0.081 0.224 0.854 0.031 0.131 37.845 2213

MC-RT 0.009 0.029 0.077 0.362 0.944 0.017 0.120 32.400 2385

MC-MPI 0.011 0.048 0.085 0.317 0.913 0.004 0.090 18.069 2.928

MC-RPG 0.029 0.046 0.070 0.295 1.000 0.002 0.071 8.948 3.681

. UR: BEFMHZ; NOR: BEEFEAKTF 0.2 I H HH]; OR: MIKES %,

AR PELE R g S3 T S4 I LA [F) 24 o A 0k
PRI o oAb, BIFFE —rb R O P2 A it
RS A T 7 15 PR 38 A S5 98 — A ]
2N HESR N L RAE, AR AR 4.1.5,
)T K Monte Carlo J5i; 456 HFEsR s
il H R FRET, #EETE N IE. MPL, RT. RPG

LK PP TR
52 MIRER
5.2.1 EBEANFEM KS HHEER

HRPEE 6, 4B 5 T A2 N 25 20 R iz
Monte Carlo 7 EEETE S3 Al S4 J@ 454 T i =
K5 BE A3 3K 5] 0.96 F1 0.88 . 24T 564X % JE B Fs il
At 45N T i A R ) i 1k 8 A T A T G B A o 3]
f&AKY A PP, IE. RT. MPI F1 RPG, Pifh)@Ek4s
F'F Monte Carlo J7 3 il & 45 FE AR K F 55T RT.
MPI #1 RPG J5i%, /NT4T PP Hl IE Jyik % 3R
6 I 3 AT, 0% BRI LA 1 45 2 L W]

X RIS LY S R DN R B T . IR, R 2
A2, IR B AR
522 IMBBARLER

% 6 5% 7 W, Monte Carlo J7 EET7ETH 2 NE
LS P FH 2R 14 0.87 DA b, B R0 H BB R
KF 0.55, Monte Carlo iR E L5 Belov £:(2008)
5 Mao Fll Xin (2013))45 5 —Z(; PP J5 s 1 4
FE B, HZ 7 R ER R &AL, 2 0.5 £4,
KU H B K T 0.86; 1E FikfefE — & BE L
P R R H BRGAE, ANRERRE G AR H A fifi
A, 4555 van der Linden F1 Veldkamp (2004)—
3 RT Fl RPG J7 %34 G- b 455 1) dpe R0t H Rt
NP AR 2, EATER I B3 07
MRS Wang FQOINMIFFTEE R —2., KBE 7
53 5 XFH., ] &3 Monte Carlo J7 M4 7 ik dh
AAf e E— 04 i H BB S, (H IR LR
I T IS AG E
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F 6 S3 0S4 MR ARENEFHTENEEM KS HFER
. JE b
JE VLS W95 251 Ty s KS
Al A2 A3 A4 AS A6
S3 OoCC MC 0.998 0.994 0.994 0.991 0.988 0.991 0.960
OEC PP 0.999 0.994 0.999 0.998 0.990 0.996 0.977
OEC 1E 1.000 0.995 0.991 0.996 0.983 0.990 0.960
OEC RT 1.000 0.998 0.993 0.993 0.990 0.992 0.960
OEC MPI 1.000 0.989 0.991 0.995 0.985 0.990 0.960
OEC RPG 1.000 0.986 0.986 0.993 0.975 0.983 0.941
S4 OCC MC 0.998 0.976 0.970 0.975 0.965 0.975 0.883
OEC PP 0.999 0.988 0.988 0.982 0.976 0.982 0.930
OEC 1E 0.999 0.970 0.976 0.976 0.970 0.971 0.900
OEC RT 0.998 0.978 0.971 0.974 0.955 0.965 0.874
OEC MPI 0.999 0.972 0.964 0.966 0.958 0.971 0.870
OEC RPG 0.994 0.960 0.951 0.964 0.954 0.951 0.825
H: OCC: FRMNUNAELIH; OEC: F/nUBEIEHH], MC: Monte Carlo 75, (T3
FTT7 SIFMSALEMPARENEEFHTHRMEBEBARER
JEMELER WA EEUTIE el UR NOR OR 7 Gi— N
O Ox 0O; max
S3 OocCC MC 0.004 0.019 0.07 0.571 0.896 0.071 0.175 58.62 2.319
OEC PP 0.000 0.000 0.054 0.865 0.456 0.075 0.316 126.6 1.711
OEC 1E 0.00 0.002 0.10 0.225 0.55 0.083 0.162 52.528 2.003
OEC RT 0.009 0.023 0.073 0.246 0.979 0.004 0.127 35.936 3.031
OEC MPI 0.012 0.047 0.094 0.293 0.972 0.004 0.097 21.55 3911
OEC RPG 0.024 0.044 0.077 0.280 1.00 0.002 0.076 11.67 3.917
S4 OocCC MC 0.002 0.02 0.071 0.554 0.870 0.054 0.175 58.78 2.224
OEC PP 0.002 0.002 0.468 0.874 0.533 0.077 0.311 124.2 1.743
OEC 1E 0.000 0.000 0.009 0.085 0.606 0.067 0.156 49.92 2.020
OEC RT 0.000 0.011 0.026 0.072 0.979 0.004 0.123 33.759 2.961
OEC MPI 0.000 0.009 0.051 0.092 0.967 0.002 0.092 18.875 3.644
OEC RPG 0.01 0.025 0.044 0.076 1.000 0.002 0.072 9.494 3.852

T UR: BUREFFIA NOR: BOERRT 0.2 B9 H HLfl; OR: MK ES R,

6 LTI

HHT, CD-CAT %R 5 W 3 BB X B — 20 4
SBOR G A B L 3 H BEOGAE  B 25 2 AT R A
o Wby b, V52 KA S A BT B E T4
2 £1F(van der Linden, 2005), KL, 7EEAH £
RS T HO e 8 T R L SR
S ARTSLEE X CD-CAT Hr3it H B F i RN 22 2001,
iz 1] RUM TEA [] J& PR 235 44 T A AU i R 2 LA
5 PR LRI, R —3R W, MC-PP J7iA7E
A RS AE T I R T AR, I H BRI A
% 2%; MC-IE J5 i i I sk BE RS kT MC-PP J7i%,

HIH {8 2 e MC-PP J7 i 4f; MC-RT H
MC-MPI J5 ¥k 0 DU 14 B2 A W W 22 5%, FHIRT
MC-IE J7#, MC-MPI J7 %0950 H BEG I S VL T
MC-RT J7 ¥l MC-IE J5 % MC-PRG J7 ¥ (130 H iz
AT R NI 5] 53 A, (R LI RS B e 2% . G —
H W E W, MC-RPG 77 1 48 & % W i iF,
MC-MPI F R . R, PP J5 ik il kG 1 1
F1) 0.8 e [ il 0 B D' AR I g 3t B ke ol oo H g
S, Wik MC-PP J7 ik fE 45 R @ MEZ5 44 i I i
JEFRIRF] 0.8, fHI&i% 07 kI 1A $ s 0 H gk
A1k 34N, MR IRAEAS A JE A5 # T H
FOo A —3, AR R AEAR R E A R R R E
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HRER ., XRY, HETEERRAETRA
FoE MR GRoAE, DA 24 BB 520 2444
AN TR T 30 H RG22 IR A T A B
ES, AZHBFMNEN, X5FEFLMFEE
(2013)LA Bz Wang 25 (2011)BIF 58 45 525100 . BF 5% —
W5 0] A1, IE, RT. RPG F1 MPI J5 A & ] L)
il B I H B ER, 245 Monte Carlo 745 &
J& BEIE— 25 3 i H R A0, [RIES L 7E Monte
Carlo J7ikBEal b AR 4G B2 . LAk, IE. RT.
MPI 5 RPG 7715 Monte Carlo J5 B:45 4 1% 845
W EEFBMFEW2013)% IE. RT. MPI 5 RPG
LRI —E,

SRR SORMG T — 26 3 L WFIE 4551, A1)
TEAE—SE R L Z Ak N, #EPLI0 H i % I
HEEWEEN ST HSHZ PR R, X555
PrAg oLl REfAAE—2e 22 %, S, R KS ik
I AT oA, T ST H S2 JE MRS R 20 9 7 Rl
8N KS, T LLX PR EE A h— A~ @ PEER I A F R 1Y
Bl i # 10% 0L F, X SEPRAAE—EER. &
J WF 98 ] AR 5L g 2 A A ORI TE 285 43 A 1 A
TR KS 5 =, AR EEE A 6 N8
P, HEMEA R —EE, 90 b, BEAE
HET 2R, HEMa i 5 k2R R e iR
A Wik, SRR E S L E M. 8
PELEA T A 24 I 0 T AT ST . Ak, BRI ST
BAREAH ., AT | AR AT iR 22 S T,
AESMNEGIE S R R L, BHUBFEA T g
FER 4, TR, B R TER, ©F
FEHBUEEATE bR B i R 3

AR G BT A A BT RUM, B 1]
AT LU #] DINA | NIDA Z5AHS Wi Rl 53 4h,
R gE A T RN A A e, PR, anda]
H 0 56 2H 3 R 2 29 0-1 2 M LRI (binary
programming, BP)Hl i 1% 5 1k (genetic algorithm,
GA)%4. ¥ (Finkelman et al., 2010)PA 5243 324 it (van
der Linden, 2005)%5 %5 1 I 8| B A I 1T 2 Y
CAT VB, 5535 ¥R 2 FE 24 o A ) 6 2 338 e s 2
BMEIBFFE M, f)h, CD-CAT HHefoE 2
BT CAT EAR, BEZE% B 25 29 ORIm
H gt 0, f 2R I g B2 B, R W5 & X
CD-CAT F 5 iy S o8 1 8 5 %
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Adaptive Testing with Nonstatistical Constraints

MAO Xiuzhen'; XIN Tao?
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Abstract

It is well known that items in the bank of computerized adaptive testing (CAT) are always expected to be
used equally. For one thing, a good deal of manpower and financial resources spent on constructing the item
bank will surely be wasted if a large proportion of items are seldom exposed or even never be used. For the other,
works for ensuring the test security and maintaining the item bank will become serious for test practitioners if
items are exposed extremely skewed. In addition to controlling the item exposure, tests which assembled for
different examinees are usually required to satisfy many constraints, such as (a) the well-proportional of each
content domain; (b) the “enemy items” could not be appeared in the same test, and (c) the appropriate balance of
item keys. Supposing some constraints are violated, it will give some unexpected reactions during the test and
result in inaccuracy of trait estimates. Therefore, both item exposure control and content constraints are
important non-statistical constraints. They have great influence on the test validity, measurement accuracy and
comparability among examinees. So, they need to be incorporated into the designing of item selection for CAT
in practical settings.

When cognitive diagnostic theory is used in CAT, examinees can receive more detailed diagnostic
information regarding their mastery of every attribute. Therefore, cognitive diagnostic CAT (CD-CAT) is a
promising research area and has gained much attention because it integrates both the cognitive diagnostic
method and adaptive testing. The present study compared the performances of five item selection methods in
CD-CAT with item exposure control and content constraints. The item selection methods applied are (a)
incorporating the Monte Carlo approach into the item eligibility approach (MC-IE); (b) incorporating the
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maximum priority index method into the Monte Carlo approach (MC-MPI); (c¢) incorporating the restrictive
threshold method into the Monte Carlo approach (MC-RT); (d) incorporating the restrictive progressive method
into the Monte Carlo approach (MC-RPG), and (e) incorporating the maximum post probability of knowledge
states method into the Monte Carlo approach (MC-PP). The reparameterized unified model was implemented in
the simulation experiments to generate item responses with respect to five item banks constructed according to
attribute structures of linear, convergent, divergent, unstructured and independent, respectively.

Results indicate that (a) the distributions of item exposure produced by the same item selection method in
different item banks are similar, (b) the measurement precisions of each item selection method yield in attribute
structures of linear, convergent, divergent, unstructured and independent are decreased gradually; (c) the
performances of different item selection methods ordered by the measurement accuracy in each test condition
are methods of the MC-PP, the MC-IE, the MC-MPI, the MC-RT, and the MC-RPG:; their performances in terms
of item exposure control are sorted in the opposite order.

According to the value of uniformly dimensional, the MC-RPG method yields a best balance between item
exposure control and test accuracy while satisfying some content constraints, and then followed by the MC-MPI
method.

Key words cognitive diagnostic theory; computerized adaptive testing; measurement accuracy; item exposure

rate; content constraints.



