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CPUNDIE R BRI BE, BHE 610066) COGHEFR, M Hi% 625000)
Cbi/hg, 1l SRiL 614900)

S

W = B ER %M (Attribute Hierarchical Structure, AHS)ZI| & T & X A 6 sk ik £ &, %, #F
Fit 5. FIRBANFAMCEIRAETOAAETLZEL, ATHLZZEHEST X, E6RELE. N
MR I F ABAE T NA, AL RAMET AHS t9E it Al 7k, o T E LT ENARER, AEA
WAREF MEHRR, ST HARRSEEAY, FRET RERFFFRBFOLE B AFRE—F N
WAL T E X Rk, FEFERAMN . BREAGF, ARAFHMRLERE T @R ET KRR F &,
KBIR AT ETEE BHEEREM, BikER, NrEmET, Akt

FES B84l

1 58 BRI BREERBS, B R M5 (Attribute
Hierarchical Structure, AHS)#iiR T & =2 6] 195
PeXF . Leighton %5 A (2004)35 i, A& I
WA, MR EAEMZHRLER, IR T
P WSk, BECRIJCAE R 4 FhR G Es . o,
TCE BT R R RO S g A AR R S
4 T AR, T Sk TR e L kIS A SRR R
Mo TJ&, Liu il Huggins-Manley (2016)7E £ £4 £&
PERIZE R (BRI b, K R OB A B 4 I A,
WS R i 44 R 4 A 25, T A R CBIS &Ry
TERIFRAZEIE (BN Z5 0, T2 T TV M. TR Y
PRI FR
TR, f—Fh AHS $R WANERIE AR S5 &R
SEREAS T AT R R . o, SMIE ARG S A
N ENE RS d e TN P2 5 S-S T A i
AN E T R — 2 REEH T ] BRAEAE A A]

INFHZWriTfiti(Cognitive Diagnostic Assessment,
CDA )i i Xof ¢ 2 U A s A | 50 H 5 s
IE YOG ZR AL, BRSNS HE PPN S PR R 45 4 Y 4R
%o G B IRISA L, CDA AU 2
A, B A E e T A R R AT
L AT LB R DL R AT A1 2 4 A5 S B )
A B CRACHT R BE O B BT R )
A itk — 20 s b/ B 25 08 AR ) S
SCH R FHARA, SRAIT RRIEAT | OSSR
A % X5 R AP T i & O 20 PR B Y
FEJ M, FEMTFECT, CDA H MW 7 HAE+:
wHIPNE R L AL BB R A A K e 4
FHE A, HA, CDA A#E . LHLIK
PR EFW MR T T Z MR 5 N A Lin
etal., 2024; Tu et al., 2019; ik, 2022), A 4712 19 B 1 A BB 5 (Attribute Mastery Pattern,
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W XA AMP RETTREGAEN AMP; S G a5th A AMP K2, B LR /RATHER AHS,

1R ST T R AS B, R SR TE S 4R kS
2210 I 3819 5 v g S R THTFBBOR(Tu et al,
2019), SEEEH, AHS it A RS A AR s (e 53
ORGP R, NMUNEF OB F R R
T, R AR BE S T R S P AR
AT AT S5 P 5K 19 1 5 AR (Brunskill & Russell,
2010), 2RI, 451RA9 AHS 7T BEHE 5 h Bl (1) XU
K& o Liu (2018) A 5T 3B 45iR 1M AHS 2t As s
RUFT F VR AMP 23 8], 3 17 5 30 A DA HTB AR
JE RN AR PR A R G R 2E . LR R R Sk
KR A DR R 0L 2 AL 8 5| R GO R A
B2 WriR 2 . Liv 048 1, BOAMELG H6 b il 5 T
AHS S DRFE E A MURR, RV 7 2 0™ 52k il
FIE LT, UL AT A 2 B B G
%o KEWFRE RV ZE 5.0 88U % 6 1775

AHS (Leighton & Gierl, 2007; Templin & Bradshaw,

2014; Wang & Gierl, 2011), [Hitt, AHS FHAEn] Z
BERR R E, MR SRR AR MRES RS
2] PRAR I OCHEER Y, A M R BRI W
AR . PPAR BOMERAVE S 0 T B A R

BT, FEAPIFERERSS AHS, —J2Hl
UK h i ST M A AT i, RIVSE I A B SR TR
AEZ I H AR R, SRAMESS 20 . HiR R
AR AW 7 RS AHS . 1Z07 ik AR T i
RethoR, H%5 5 % 3 LB R 5 W A 52 i, Al 5
PEA R, Frnl RTESS M ATE T, AU
Iy, i HAMELLRAR — 0 aE R . AR IR B
AR AL AT T %, BRI AR 2 Bt s RS
5. S5HcE S RS EUAG T LMAARTS AHS . 107

PP EMA R MR, RGeS A — e b
HEZR, w4 E5k HE IS B, (A
HEZ BIREAKIAL | TR A B2 R 25 E R 1
), A, B k&R E TR, O
8372 B & 1F (Templin & Bradshaw, 2014; Tu
et al., 2019; Zhang et al., 2025a),

A AHS "ALSHT 30T LN Z A B it
5726 #BER, a8 AHS BEIE 5651
R T A, T R TR 56 . DL g
¥ 2 S MSHU TR 7 e B or=, Al 4
RN R 4y 0 5 i e RO AR R AL, T
Lo ASEALREAES B ik, 3 B4 T B9 48,
Al Jr T Q 4B (Tatsuoka,1995). VEZEdE A
ik AMP (775 o FRAI ML, FREL AT A R
AL, AR R ATALE SR R R, e
THEMNEB ., SFrmmsiinz . uLk
FEEAR, ORI T X 3 FAR RN B 5K 3l 7 vk
Hifoer: fEHM L, AL T REIE AHS 24T
AHS ., BEA MR PEAN %S AHS . FREIE G AT
AHS . Q HFEFNIH 240 7ERBERNE b, e
R GEAARRL RNV SRR 2 A [ AU R A R

Zi b, ARSI TE T EES T, 451
WSS . DU EE R 2 S A S50 T A R SR
FEAHS MG TR 56 51, AR 7= ik i SR
AR RN &, 7 0k F AR R 4R AR
TR, RO 5
AN HIS W i AR i A A — AL L A
RUFZE AL, 58 Z 8000 3 B EE X AHS (4 560
i ik, MASFET RS RTE . BigSd
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i, WMk A R A DO IS AR e
MEG R,

INFISET I BT B

INHHZ W bEAG LI A B R R SR AREZE, 5@
B AT A B R A R RN B AR A R T T 20 T Y A
A (A MO OC FR S H AR AR R T
LI A% 5 A AR 2 () B R AL . TEX —
FEESE v, ek S AR 1Y Sy 20 1) 5 7% 2 55 L) A% 2 11
KRBT — I 12 W5 R T I i 5
AU, SE AT E SRR AEAEE I H B IA R
7 DL I 347 O 6% 255 R A 75 D) LA ARE 3R [y 2% 45 A A
RUHEAT B K 5 45 M b g fit

NG —FKk, AEFFFTWME: I J KM M
ISP FRp . WE | R TE R L
kF m A BIxnigiik i, WiH . Bk A ESR
m; q; RARIH j(j=1,2---,J) % 218 P ) 1,
a R APRE, ¢ FRBHEEHRSW,
Xy F1 o 535 R TABERAE T AW H FRYVER
SRR AN ¢ 7S j R b A VRS RN o T AL
AP H 2 58S BH S BT
Zm I H R VLA S R C R . BN, W
SRR b3 H S 8O ARG ERAE R
HIER 0] i ©,;=(01,0)2,---,0) ) (Ma et al., 2022);
GDINA #EHI b 5 250K 7R S & B 8800 2 58 1m)
i 5/':(5/‘0,5]'1,"',5j,kk',"',5j,(12v-v1<))o %*@%’ﬁﬂﬂﬁﬁ
FHREB N3 A FEE, BIA0sE m AR5
SRR ) 7, (Zhang et al., 2025a),
2.1 & 7B (Latent Class Model, LCM)

TEZCE M b, W2 RRER T B0l v
TERIN G B AEE RN Z MR . X8 T HAE
K m PR, HIEWEZTE j A
RERH O, WPy =1|m)=0jm » TIE, %HiE
VR Xy JUHZSEL O s AR S 7, 1E
JRFR A ST MR T, A MR S 1 3 B o )

)i M
logL(®,7| X) = Ylogl > 7 [ [05(1=01) 1. (1)
=

m=1 Jj=1

AT
2

MGETH A A, LCM Jd i A7 BRGS0 i
B BRI G Sy T AT S B AR 2 AR A ¥ A 2
W LI BRI A 25 57 o I BAT R i R
P, SR ITESE R, TR BUEE @ A

AHS, TERZEME b B — @i 281, LCM
A B — TP AR R e T o3 AL, TR R 2
ST R IS5 ), T H S8L O AN S B
WG HFHEZ BN EAER, MREEAR, It
Hb, BEE BB N, BRI S HOR K,
FEREZR T AT BRI O AT -5 S5ORE 28 31 PRIAE
it AR S LA R, T2, AR E R AL
LCM HEAE N I NS5 LI | =€ O JEIFE .
FAAPE R S AR, DIBR TR A A B ) 5 mT 4
PEPE.
2.2 2B 4> 2 #% B (Diagnostic Classification

Models, DCMs)

£ DCMs 1, WESRIH H K B R
RFRIRAE, I GRS G HRARES L I
H R IEFIAE 2 RO YOG R s, AT A R o, J2
— R IF R AR

P DCMs f45 DINA #7/ | DINO Bl |
] X DINA #%%(Generalized Deterministic Inputs,
Noisy “And” gate model, GDINA) ., X &N F1
Witk &Y (Log-Linear Cognitive Diagnosis Model,
LCDM)FZZ A2 Wi 53 JA55 7] (Hierarchical Diagnostic
Classification Model, HDCM) (de la Torre, 2011;
Henson et al., 2009; Templin & Bradshaw, 2014)%
45, Hoh, DINA I DINO 2R 55 1, (M L
Z\ 1 52 A% ARG FE . A LT, GDINA A
LCDM HA— ek, NHE N)"iZ; HDCM Wi7E
LCDM My 3Eal FARYE AHS XF0TH S804 TR ],
TESC B AHS J7 A —E L. BAmE, AR
DCMs S50 E . BRigSH. XARBREH
T AT A B, DB T8N F & ril &
BAMA R
2.3 RHHT M 4845 B (Bayesian Network Models,

BNMs)

— /N SERE () DL 3 45 ] LU —otd] BN =
(G; F)H)#m., Hh, G= v, E)RBEHLAS & v FILA
WA E 20K, I A [ JTCFREl (Directed Acyclic
Graph, DAG)fiif B it Z R OC R, F Km0
SRR A Y S8R o DL S0 I 20 A AU A Sy
— R GRS 5 EIMBERER, X AHS Bf
BAIFRIFRIA ST Bilan, 1 Frs By DT R £ 45
HWERRT 4 NEMERZREH, DRENS 441
T H B SR8k
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Bl 1 FBFRIE AHS . 50 H 508 1 5¢ 2 1% D130 (9 45 28
I

R o 38 SR AT R i, X TAT R A JE
MONe, TEZRE AL SRS PaWVy) I RIET,
Ne 5 i AN SR . T, Sk
T4 RS BES A3 A P(Ne[Pa(N) ), ATHBE 25
o M AR AR A I B 3R 43 A1 43 A A -

K
P(Ni,N2,--,Ng) = [ [P(Nk | Pa(Ni)) o (2)
k=1

Hor, P(Ni|Pa(Ny) AT RV 7 2008 Lo A=A
FETEL LS R Y JE 1 R ], R 4 J2 4 P ek
JBYE, 4 & 4 e @Y. Hu A Templin (2020)
HE L DU H T HE B R 2% (Bayesian Inference Networks,
BIN) 7o 1 8% i A2 & A7 E AR AL B M s 0L A
— EMRER TR, TR, W38 H
P(4 =1),P(4 =1| 4 =1),P(4h =1| 4 =0),P(4 =1]| A =1)
N P(4s =1 4 = 0) LB HFIN Lee 1 Gu (2024)
B W TE A B DL 3 W 4% (Latent  Conjunctive
Bayesian Network, LCBN)JIfE % HA B AR T
FABER A SRR, AR — MR AR
ZEME, BHEL—AB R, W R X
B R R 0. XB, HFEE PU4=1),
P(4 =1| 4 =1) Fl P(4 =1]| 4 =1) =AZESEL
T 20 Ak, DU I 284 Sy 220 i A s MR O R 1
BETH, CELMNAHTHETNESHRMH &
Templin, 2020),

NS WS 5t BNMs & R 1F 8 M2 R 25
AR R £ i DCMs 7] 9L/E LCM 1y 2444k
B, ZHIFAEME ST, WOEEETE T RS bR
BIN. LCBN 4}, BNMs fill A CDA [WBF5E 38 b an:
Zhan % A (2020)5 Zhan F1 He (2021)iz JJF51%
PEREARE T AHS AR ERER 0 SHUE, 700
& 1 91 9 Vs A 5 R TR R 2 R N 1) 12 DR A 7
Li % A(2022)% % AR AT S AR T WALE
PR AR RS B 7 T8 P R MR 1) DL ik 30 ) 4% 45 4%
BLHI, FEAE BIALES 2% > S0k 2 35 DL 07 1 4%
(1 2 HANFIHS WIHESE

BE L, AHS W5 00 3 5 AR AR A Y K
JEEYIMIC . TENFIS WIS, B9 & i
PRI A H 55 B 285 40 2 B0 0 35 PR AR 06 2 2R T
AHS &3 . 5k [ER, BNMs f£3ik5 AHS J7
T PR3z 200G, DLt g 4 2 ) ROk g T
fhiiF AHS#E—24, T LCM 554k T X 25y 4
I AR R P (B3, F 9 7 W 1) @ SR B AHLS
BYBRA AT, WA S HOR K E AHS. B
# BNMs 5 DCMs AWrah &, g8k —25 ) & 4
RS T B A5 TT AHS S54RI S8 i

3 BEERLEHNKRE

WA R AHS WER FEAMA: —Z, @
it LB 2 A ) B R L5 R R 5 AHS;
TR, HEWTTUR AHS T A AS AT REJE PR AR A X
M ZER SHUR T & IR E AHS.

31 ETHEBNESHEERE AHS I8 FHiE

DCMs HEZE T, K AHS f—Fh 3 W7 vk 2
X T2 R o FRANZ R & MR A
JE AT LR FERE 36 (Likelihood Ratio Test, LRT).
400 M Q 43 HI KT g0 M & FTXF N I S 85 1]
PR E TR RS

LR==2[supyeq, log L(®) — supyea log L(®")], (3)

SRIG, DAPIREI SR B 224 B ek R
TTHE RS0 . AR S0 25 A 3, T AR 7Y
T IR M 2 T AHS B4 FME . LRT $H5 1
HHG TS, & TR R AHS /19
FAERE 1. U0, Templin A1 Bradshaw (2014)i8 it
LRTiEH, 5 DINA #1 DINO #H ., HDCM HEfB %
IS IS AHS, X 40, Hu F1 Templin (2020)F )
T HDCM ., BIN Fl{fi fl DCMs H 5B HK R,
S5t LRT JER] BIN fERfE AHS FHELT
HDCM,

Ma 1 Xu (2022)%5 1 T AHS R K 55 (19 48 Fn
T A, JFRAEE T LRT WIMERR ., M35 4,
24 DCMs #8500 BE AL T SHEs R A #
Bf, LRT St ENMELAE, SEERETRAH
JR AR R 5 43 A o e, S0 SR 3 2
SRR SRR, Gt ) B A BR 4 AT 8 I Y
PEJE S, X G E LRT 7674 BREEAS i A K 56 5%
HER 2, T, Mf1# R A Bootstrap Jrik, i
o I 2 A 5 R AR 25 A W) R AR AR AR
LRT St i dhiaE o34, JFARIE A AR LRT 4t
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THEEEIZAARE 0 AT T I BE R R AT e T HE R . ARG
FEEMAEN TR, TR ASEACTEAES B
Bootstrap LRT K805 Wi It T IRAEAR S5
FETHE A BB REAS I 2 MSREAS th gt 47 A i o]
fAE . Ma Fl Xu ZEARFIBIRL | FEA BRI H &
ST, REWKRT Rk =Mk mRm, 4
WRW, 2801k Bootstrap LRT BRI, IES
¥tk Bootstrap LRT LSS LRT fEAS R SL 56 414
THAMS . SR, Bootstrap LRT Jy ik i &8
TlRE, HAS B0 AU RE 5 32 JRAEAS B R RS2, Ho
SR B AR A R A 5 1 DT 14 4
32 ETHEMSEKIEHN AHS KI8T

JEPEZH A E T T REM AMP, 5 AHS A
—3H AMP XN Z S HEME N0, T2,
Zhang %5 N (20252)#E XN A HE AMP BI45H S
Bttt Wald K256, DISRIERR AHS B& B,
2 E S A AR Y R A T H SRS i S
e, SRIE AR TS AHS 5 T A I A 25/ S8
IFF @R BE R, S5 5 A FH 254 S5 T HE 1
P 254 2@ A Wald R 5048t

Wald=(R#%) (R R')"'(R%) - (4)

FAT I A RN 2, TSR T R IR PR 4E
YT AHS AATTHE— 20 oA 1 T 2 50 52 SUMH
T {5 8 %6 % (Empirical Cross-product Information
Matrix, XPD)) Wald % (Wald-XPD), & F W5
= B 46 B4 (Observed Information Matrix, Obs) 1
Wald 6 56 (Wald-Obs), LUK LRT 7E46IE AHS H#Y
I, GPRERY, SMIETRCRMF, Wald-XPD J7
AT LRT Jrik, Wald-Obs J7 iR AI%; 4505 1
AR F, Wald-XPD £ ZHUIHE TR N
fafid, Wald-Obs 7@ PERR 82 Bl H it v 25
BRI A, M LRT 7ET H 5 4 i ik T )
SF. TR H FTEBALE XA S REE 1 B4R
Jik, BERRRE PEARXS B 2%
33 BHBRREHRI T ENTEM

LRT J5 A1 AE PG g e vk (1 S B 43 A1 45
WA R 25, 2R XTER T iR
PR AL %G S HEFEAEZS 8k Bootstrap
LRT fif sk 7 LRT # i 7 A A bR e g Rl R, 5
EATHERHUAN I 35 A e &5 o 55 LRT A L,
Wald #5505 B 5, 7R RER o> 5545 T REfS S 4
PRI 1 RAIRAR, KSR B/ REA SR
{4 F 45 R R4 F (Zhang et al., 2025a), #Rifij, Fik

R ZEN BRI 5 AN, MAREERE
AT FE 43 YR X 2 T ik B B T A 1
SR L, LRT F Wald 75 %% (& AHS Ay #1A 2
W, BRI G, H—k LA R — X B
R FERI M, X PIRR AR S R M2 M5, Ma
1 Xu (2022) ZE %55 1 A 25 F A Lb 8 25 PR
RERMEER A, 24 LRT 1 Wald K530 O 7
W AHS B, W DL — 2045 G Z 1 5 sl 5 240 Wald
R 3B AR WP 25 SR E KT 0, IRAS
AIRER) AMP, 0] 3@ iR — AR Z5 M S 505 i
FEARIAA L AR LR IR R AHS.

4 BEEBRRLHHMGIT

I AHS 5T R B AR E DCMs HEZE T
WSS A B . 0 E, AHS fEAEIREE
1,5 R IF, HDCM F BIN f4R H TP 3R R 1 AHS
BYFRAE AT, T, AHS U502 8N “BiF AHS”
e BTG AHS”, 4, CIERE T4
PSR PEAG S . DU o 2% 25 4 24 > RS 40
i =F b AHS /98 % .

4.1 ETHEHMSHKEN AHS HitHE

X2 11 5 AR JELARUIE: 30 ol o A DA A (1Y) 25
S 80% — AT MR 5, R4S BT A T RE Y
AMP ZJ5HES AHS. 4, Liu 58 A (2022)3EF 4
U8 SCAARAS E R . WSS B R A = W
T5 ZEAE AR T AR TS SRR R W O, T
WAt B R Z Gl h 2 =1 ok 3k

SE(#n)

AMP, HETifliit AHS. #5352 F, NG AMP (945
WS THEEERGE T o RS T 0, AL HH
15 B M AR BT 5, SR bR v A T 22
WV IE A PR A, DATATSE M) Z 6 560 1 A Ak o
B XFI% IR, Zhang 45 A (2025b) 38 Z K30 )7
B0 T IEMEARE R S H T &, AR
. Y[R i02 A B AU Y 92| S NI
19 AMP, E 2| FTA 458 S50 THE R T ik 9
H Zxgw W, MiRE AHS.

VAR ok R U R Tn g N S (BB S § 2
Z BRF A5 BARREA R e s 3 R, kA Z K
56038 3o FE AR A T AR B A R B L B 0
AN E SR, AR T X — ],
PSR, ERZSEIEE ST, HE 12R45R
KM T Z B8, B2, eflEdL
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WAL S, SRR HOR A, B
PRI gL e JIE T a1
4.2 EFNIHHIMEEREIR AHS FitFiE

DUt By ) 2 25 4 27 ) B0 R Al T Y
AMP ERWIEAE, SR FHEE T 1743 (score-based)
8y, %k T 2 3 (constraint-based) [ 45 #4) 2% > B 1ok
i1l AHS. K2 53 (Cooper & Herskovits, 1992) .
€111 54 4 (Hill Climbing, HC) (Scutari & Denis,
2014)FIHE K /ME 1L 4 3 (Max-Min Hill Climbing,
MMHC) (Tsamardinos et al., 2006)J& =FhZs LAy
DUty 28 S b 22 S Bk . ENTERTIRES I . 48
FARBEHIE 4 R IR E 225 K2 A ARIE T
BB LR MR FNET, SRS RN, 20
JFRBAAT B INAL A, g Rk K2 P4
PRI E e L 254 . HC Bk s B . BEPLIN 45
St 4 R s H T 548 A E P16 W 4%, 8 it
Jsds N R 1) B AR A R P 48 25 A, TR
Pi R4 pR AT (40 BIC .BDeu)ie 35 Y i L 45H), 1%
AR WS 1T MMHC 832 Je R IR Al /N
5P 4B AR DL BRI S5 A48 R s ), B
J& R HC S 5 S 28 1 48 4514 .

HAT, BF5E# O K2 Bk, HC Bk
MMHC 53R TAlE AHS (2810, 2021; £%,
2012; EEE, I/, 2025; MilBEEE, 2009; My
WREE 4F,2021), AMA L, #UAE AHS s, =#
SREVA o S M R R T TR 8 A ) o R ey, VR4S
PRI SR By R 2%, R SRR, — 5
JE YT BN HE R T 2 4 8 1k 45 R (E 25,
2021), UbAk, B S5 S 28 0 — 350k IR AR
A K2 B R, HPP5 B 2 52 3R
P, HXF AR AHS B0 AE

BEAh, TEFER RPN B (2025 )6 4% ar
Keu6 0 TEEAIBIE AHS B Q kG, HAEEA
BN BRI EE . ¥Ith O RN AHS
FlTH AR AR5 DL DL i 307 Do 28 A5 780 113 &
K45 A, (RE WM, BRI IER
Q JEIFA AHS; 42 1 OREN X — B IE T E,
BB E T 5 BRI LG 48 4R (4N BIC .BDeu), &
MG EMREN, FHX =0, HARKMBEAR
R EUGE, RS O A AHS,

LEF2E ) R B E O, IR IR AR DL
MRS LE 2= IR R, SRR, K2 Bk A
FIH T, MMHC F1 HC 126 BRI E R K K2 44

oo AT, At Sr A 36y vk )3 o <Ak 3 —
ks —18 IE—B0 kAR LE], S AMP 1k
115 AHS 1 Q JEFEMFHEZ, fefiUEIE Q
FEFERT AHS, (HEFE M2 B4 . WE
EAFEAR B R, XL LA AT LR A S50k
FAES BT AT AMP, JE¥EAE Sy W0 %k 4 ok
A AHS. S, B A% (2022) 3 FHE P S
PRI, B SRR AMP A B 1A S T 4
(Attribute Correlation Intensity Matrix, ACIM), H
FRAF R AR T M) 85 2 ) e
g, BT ACIM R ZHIERHEREH T RIS
P A (R 2 T S5 i 8 1 340 W AS [ 2%
Z Rk i 2 R A IR 29, TR RN IR
JBYEZH LR, W ACIM Jrik, ACIM Fik
A DCMs, J& TAESEE T % ik AR 32
FEARE M . TR, /RGO ) RIEE
FIMEHFFERL, 2022; Yan et al., 2025), H 4k,
Yan 5E A (2025058 &, ACIM Jr ik e R [R50
AT X AHS W HIMER TR RCRE WL T
MMHC ¥k,
43 ETFSHEMEITH AHS EitF*

DU S5 89 2% 2 S AMP {6 11F0 AHS 4k
T8 H B AAE P A FHXT A S 1 o B, X — R
B EZMT AN, HELZT, S8
P15 1k T AEN I PRk KA SR Al 1T (Marginal
Maximum Likelihood Estimation, MMLE)#1 Il i
#r e & 11 (Bayesian Joint Estimation) Wi # J5 1
JEIF o A BRALSR RS A A 3 24 i A
RG22 BE, JRl BEM Sk IRAS 25 F S 50 A
i AHS; JE# ¥ AHS, 45540, AMP, T HS
BORNIR H 2 [0 A DL - S HE SR ST S 3840 A
FFR FH MCMC Ak 11 AHS,
4.3.1 ETFES MMLE i) AHS &t 7%

fES] MMLE 5 2 0% SRS 3 78 H b pR L
HOI ARSI DA I SRR . e A FiR
TR, ], DCMs I HEHMESECE 5
WHEZENEEME, B THEE A SHER
AR X TS H AR F RN B DA
SREOWENME, KA E - EA AR 5
fio T, WEZEHI IR H S 80800 1 Bl K
R1 8% bR B P it N A ST A EZEXT S . Wang 1 Lu
(2021). Ma % A (2022), LA M Lee 1 Gu (2024)%
iz iz B AR T AHS.
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2%, Wang Fl Lu (2021)3 T LCM HEZE % H
1E ) b 9 2% ) 3 4% (Regularized Latent Class
Modeling, RLCM)J7 ¥ (Chen et al., 2017)f5i145
FSE, ST AMP BIRIT KR, E AHS. %
J5 B TE N FABL SR R BT log L(©, 71X Hhox) T H 2%
Jite 0 T 18 R BY 26 % e 2% 45 57 (Smoothly Clipped

J M-Il
Absolute Deviation Penalty, SCAD): —N)_»" pSCAD

J=imal
(Ojms1) = Ojm) o Fe1, BEAP(Ojmar) - Ojm) H5 22 5152
IR Ojmery T O B FF R — 2, DATAT Il 2 AN 05 L
B H S8, HEER LCM HEZEF 0;,, T B A 15
HEHMESE, LRI A2 5 T2, il
{211 7E LCDM iz W A i 45 (Latent Variable
Selection, LVS) }%:(Chen, Liu, et al., 2015; Xu &
Shang, 2018), RI7EI BRI KAUSK sR R H 2
B (870,071, 0Kk, 01,12, s OjK-)K >+ > Ok ) VE N
RTINS, BRI, Xt H S H4E A

J 2K

AR ML 255 181 # 0) H 4 FI s bk
=1 1=1
' J 2K

argmin z)[—log L(A, 7 | X) + iz 21(5]-1 #0)], (5)

j=11=1
TS AR HEE AHS.

Hok, % RLCM I LVS J7 3% H 250
W NAE S, Ma 28 A(2022)3 T LCM HEZREE 7%
THARLER pR BT 5 (Penalized Likelihood Approach,
PLA). % LA T H 2550 in 43 21 38 8 &
RIES] J, ,n(0)) (Shen et al., 2012)SCHTH H &
I, [ B X &5 A 2 B0 I X A A A% 5
—Jilogpy) T (Gu & Xu, 2019) LA #4345 ¥ 2 %k
Wik 0, 1HENLIT HAReR L

argmine,z[—log L(@,7 | X) +
M J (6)
A 10gi o) Tn + A2 Je o ()],
m=1 j=1
WA SR A AHS,

TR, AJEF RLCM.,LVS il PLA 3R H“4G61E
WAEAE TR E AHS [ R, Lee F1 Gu(2024)3%
T LCBN #8211 T “Segity = > HA S50 Wi b
BEARi ik . oS — B B e 3 PR AL 4R ok Bl o)
SRS B0 IO BB ST A B AR R 2L

M
argmina, ) {—logL(A,n | X)+ 72 logipv17em) | (7)
1

i EM HEMT 7, IR B AMP RRE

AHS, % "W BIEREE AHS AT, RS —
A~ EM S A1 LCBN 45 S 50mmmi H 280,

IR 4 RO IR T AEST IR D AN R 2
Hh, MAEELL T 25 H—, M AG B, B
TN SN, RLCM B8R i A B4 K; PLA
LT AR g a B 5 i LVS A LCBN
BURGBE O MR, HIEREIR G S, 5
=, FEBIRIJTTE, RLCM 1 PLA 3:F LCM. LVS
%LT DCMs. i LCBN g & T 01 i3 2% Fil DCMs;
%=, 7 AHS KE I, RLCM, PLA FI
LCBN 2T 451 S 500G v m5 28 500 09 0 4 1, 3k
MRE AHS(FEAI A TS 0L Ma et al., 2022); LVS
T 3 TR 4 A 2 I {1 0 3 T R 1 TR 2 R R R
AHSHE U, 7EZ5 R H, M55 4 4 @,
LVS X AHS 0 FHEREIFE 90% M L) |, RLCM 11
FIMERKRZET 10% (Wang & Lu, 2021); PLA Xf
AN ECE N AHS PR L0 HIER AR, 458
733i5%] 95%LA | (Ma et al., 2022); ifii LCBN 7£
Idsg 8 ANEM . AHS 5158 28 HREA R/
(S00)TETE T, XF AHS 5% KB AR5 2 94%
Ll I (Lee & Gu, 2024),

MK |, RLCM il PLA A% LCM iy ,
B — 8 1) R MR FH P LVS R ) e 5
HAERM MR, HRIEELT RLCM; 5
RLCM F1 LVS # 1t, PLA 76 B 50 4 D iy 15 10
TREFRHMG TR MR . AHS 1 Q JERE, H&#
B4 LCBN 4 T 45 F R A A A, /b T
S SRR, RRAL BT 2 A5 K 5 s A JE A
HABWH RS . WA, eNE8FEES &5
TR DU b A ) S 6 0 A8 71 000 ) A AT R AR, R
Dot R 2Rt 3% s, HNES 85 m 7 i e e
PRI EE M. FRilih, Ma % A(2022)%
BRI 2 0T 235 SR 100 5% T LR A B 1) 5 B R
B, Gnfal 52 B PR S 80, el kBRI T ok B LA
R AR il SRR AR AR VR AT ST 14 (0] 8
432 ETFRMETSHMAITE AHS it A%

Chen Fl Wang(2023)5 Wang %5 A (2026)#7E
DCMs HEHE T iz [ DL M- 2411, @ik MCMC
MWEEAS T AHS, EARTM S, Chen A1 Wang % FH—
J8 D1 47715 (General Bayesian Estimation Method,
GBEM)## AHS . Z5# 2%, AMP ., Jil H Z%0F
VR ROBE G 43 Ain o b, Bl AMP, 252
HOmm H 280k Gibbs RAEHHT; AHS WE i 1%
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2 1R SR W 45 /N DAG 3 R Zs ), IF 15 b
Metropolis-Hastings 512 ¥ & Fifi #1117 & PEAT )5 56
BRE5EH ., HELZ T, Wang 25 A48 HH7 01 -
i 71 J7 3% (Novel Bayesian Estimation Method,
NBEM), MBF5E H . SRk Sl A se 56 5 1y i
#iJ® T Chen F1 Wang BUIF5Y . B 5¢, R EHAIM
“EA Q MFEAIE T AT AHS H R < B A Ak T
0 M5 AHS™; Hik, FESm b, 15l A
mini-batch W& $2 = THAE 50K, IR R bR 2 HE
HARALE MCMC RFEh Q %EFE . AHS FUS M5
T AR R A BRI I, FRR, SCR BT B, BR
THREA G . AHS ZERURIIMIEE K BE 41, Wang 46 A8
RYE LT mini-batch /NI AHS 3 5E 80 & %
fhTHa5 B s

Chen 1 Wang W52 45 R £, GBEM Jyik
TEC A QM FE R 2500 N RE IS 34T K 52 FL5 AHS
SO B, IS AL T L AMP I H S
B, BIART, 178 4 NEMESAMET, AHS (0%
TE 20 [ i 70% 76 40 S AT B3] 75%~89%;
BUfEsEhnE] 7 ARk, 40 IR H, Hok iR
I57E 80% L) I . Wang 5 AT & 3K, BIE Q %E R4
1 AHS ¥JRH, NBEM J7 AT g BUS %5 4030 0
ZHURAE T A HERE R Q R W 11 4 1 32 1 80%,
TE 1000 A (40 B4 F T ] ik 98% LA I o Bk I, iX
F)7 I Rets Z0m AHS BB L RIAHETE, N
SRR R R R, (AR WAEESE
% . RV ZOR AR O HE o A )
4.4 AHS it A ERNIEN

AHS [ANBRAE . PIEBLE 5 2 - o A
S AHS R . S EI B . DU g
¥ 25 2] NS HR T RAG T AHS B =Fp 22047
WA EATTFE B L 25 S0 Jr AR TH] AHS
FI P F R 2 T R T AN [R5 5 e a5

T4, AHS W HTEBEAIR] . S5g2E ) Rk
KRSl AMP F2E ) 250y B, 2
AMP 5 AHS Ml S, #EiX AMP (4l i1i% 252
RN JE S AHS (9272, 7= AR 2 Hf f M 22 19 1)
RO, ABBEAG 50 AN 2 B T 540 2 0T H S50
PSR T KR 45 14 S B0 T (8 48 T R 1Y
AMP ZS[ERIKE AHS; JFHEMRYE AHS. AMP,
T R 55 4 2 SO0 1A A A KAl AHS. 3%
P2 Ir B Rl AL B AMP | AHS F1301 H S50 R
FEVE, MU SE L . WS R 5 A =

Eln @, TR NS AHEARE . BARE. HHE
PR FNZE TR AT T e

Rk, AHS WP 7 A . R 507 2
HEEME R AMP B—ZH R R RS
Ki35 71 (Zhang et al., 2025b); DUt af )
BN Z R AHS flTE i P 200, A 5I0R 55 0] 9K
Boa (MRS, 2021; HhZEWL, 2021); &S
MMLE J5E:6iE AMP HIE R 1940 4 2R (Ma
etal.,, 2022); DMt Hr ST BRHR A T AHS
BN ER AR | i AHS JB T ELEH T
& e L B Ali i AHS 0 B 1R v B AR R 5 m)
Y L1 (Chen & Wang, 2023) 4b, Wang %5 A (2026)
I T AR R R A RT SA I e LS B A
R FNAEE BB M HERRF . KAk, Yan %A
(2025)if 445 T AHS F 5 5 i M ] 56 R K B 11
B PN R B R RILELXRRZ TR T)
Z /DR E, LS FRIR T S BT IR RRIE SN, i
MWARTE RS T AHS 45 5 0y s 1R 2 20 fn
s RRE . LR L ETEM IR, LA
[T S e A

PR, STAIR AHS 285 B3R B 25 R AN .
A Z K g P XS Y — RS DOR T s A&
51 MMLE J7iE, PLA R JG45 46 B B4 S5 g 2%
gEMyF ) et K2, HC Fil MMHC S it 88 5
TCLEF R R T 225 DL i 28043+, NBEM
LA MRS R RE IR 55 o TR R T B
ZREI8 T vk B % AMP OB FISEF S8R e R 1)
2, ENE SSRGS % AMP BENE
Wel, 25442 2 TR ) 52 B R 2 2% B RS R SRR 1Y
WA 1 NBEM 7350 5 32 30 H 25 52 14 J& AR X
PR AMP 5045 BIHTBE A5 o 248K, W98 R
1A 22 R0 SR R I A e — 20 Lh 343 -

EHAFOCHER 2, HER BRI/ (2025), Ma
45 X (2022) . Wang % A (2026)F1 Lee #1 Gu (2024)
BRT T «Q MM AHS” BB A A3 2 4& 1F 18]
B, FRilh, Lee A1 Gu #2119 LCBN &+ AHS
XA SRR, WEBRAR T A5 S B,
b3 A SR AR — R AT R R o L de it
AHS FEAG TR S50 16 W By B o W 45 4y 2 )
S5ZHMETHNEEXRREMGER, S, BE
}i(2022)82 A9 ACIM 5 ik AES 5 oy B mi At
£, AZRFHA R R SR L, Xt
SUARIR R T AHS 43 I &R TJ5 1] 6
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5 HFRMRE

J& T2 G2 R A N2 W HE 5 S e A T 2R
Y . A EEAY AHS AU BY T B HHL A0 7
FKUETTE RS EETRE B, o i A R 2
FERE TN PEAL S S M PR L TRYG . AR T
INFZ W @ ARSI T AHS 1K
WA T, RS T BRI ik R
R L, BZE AHS MR 5 AME T8, BUA BT
BT T =200, H— 2D EEER,
FEAE DCMs HEHL T 38 i B A 405 A6 9l 4540 =
BOK 6 Sk S IE BAl 1 AHS; R DU as fy 2
>, FZAE BNMs HESL N f Bl DU 307 I 45 25 1) 2
APk IE ARS; H= RS54, B
457 LCM . DCMs 2l &5 BNMs 5 DCMs fEHE
THIENfE MMLE S8t ik, waiEms
BNMs 5 DCMs HEZL A9 DL -3 2 500 1105 Ak
71 AHS. AHS MBFREIH LT kK JRIk%:: 72 H
br b, MIBSUE AHS &40 R 251 AHS . BEA Al

iR AN RO ARS, DL RS T Q4514 5 AHS;

TENZR L, HE IR AHS B9 SN AR 5% 16 2] i Py 5
SEA A R JC I ZEAC R IERE 1, W LCM .
DCMs 5 BNMs )5 — 1 725 58 A5 AE 40 128 3 7 )
il AR

S TP A — AN A 1) U el AR AR S 5
FEEBEAE NNk —ME, x5
JE MRS = SR A FI, ATR A PLA J7 ik WG T
K VEZEBIRHE & AHS; 258 A8, R
RLCM J7 Al AMP I EH# AHS; 44 AHS A
A0 A5 UL 1 AS B 0 A R, TS B K2
HC. MMHC 5 ACIM Ji%; 4% Q@ 4[4 K il
RO — 2 Se 50 m B, v DLk FIAES] MMLE.
DU S5 TT  Z K30 sk A Z /50 5 5 i
T Q HEFF . AHS I i A AL A AT B A s B, T
K LRT. Bootstrap JT{ll LRT 5{ Wald £ 35 > 5%
UE AHS, AT LIz FH 2% 1 ST PR G 30 R B A48 1
Q MREFT AHS, K 2 /R T SE BRIy ik s B
AR AT TN AL I ik ) ek s R | F
R AN . RN AR, YUK AEH T
57 Ak S

RLCM

HC., MMHC, ACIM |:

AHSHJKE: LRT, BootstrapT{LRT., Wald#% |

| AHSHIETE: Z A R T

B2 szgkrhik I AHS 8T 7 Ik 0 R
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51 EMAZINXEEER, W#ENFAHE

MWF AR TE, B—E A — LA R
MCEEEEZ . fln, MR T R e g i
TEWAE S B T ARSI S O S8 DL
SRS B2 BE . SR T T SRR T
510 mBES . Wk, el Em ik
ROt B Tk R TR M E A

X FIEW{E MMLE 28041 5 i3S 0, ok
RAFFERR T H B B A 55T sR B R BLAL, 2B 1T LA
E— 25 % g LA AE T O 3, A0 2 3 90 ) A )
(Zou & Hastie, 2005). /MK MFEST (Zhang,
2010)% . X T Z K5 . LVS F1 RLCM i
FESHSHURE WA . Vg i 2E o
P PE A R Y A SR, R R B AE AT i — 2P
HgBFEN, &5 S5% Wang % A (2026)175 1k,
ARG S AR AR LI 25 R s o X D
Wrdh kb 2 SRk, AROSRMFSE n] ik — 25 B 5 0L Tk
SRR 45 #4922 771 (Zheng et al., 2018) ., J#fE
07 SNV E S RP Ry Ak S R RN IS
52 FEXWEN MEMRBR, ¥ ANATN

BT, K mmeE s MEEN, B
FEARSEALT 1000, T HFHESL— 3 T05EBR H
TR SN . S5 B, NS W JE A
Il R £ (Wang et al., 2022), BEZE &A%
RN, A AMP BRI EION K, HAAE:
FA R AR, WAES A MR E Rk
o B, RR E4E RS SR AHS T A,
VLR AR % ACIM J7 i3 i &/ AR I AE S50y
Wiorik, ¥WHEAEEELERME.

BAN, BT Q02D IET T 24 Em ik i
I 307 X 45 235 4 2 ) Bk I BN, LA R 5T AT )R
FRF o BRSO . BRI, R 5E 1 £ %
ZAPREN, LWINTEZRERTE . 08T,
ZRMEAES . NGB EE IS I 5 S S R
& AHS WPk
53 RMRER, BHEIFA %

AN EedE A& BRI EN
SN MAAME B, A 0A N BN, B
KM 24 BB A EE R B, K e
S HA T 7 SRR 10 LRSS A, el
SEMISR, FEX S EGIEAT RS 50 DL E T RE
) AMP, A] 3G R O bR E . AN, FEIE
WAL S T 255 DU 0 2% >k R AE 4519 S 41

U2 — T A R S B

HK, R AR 2 i AHS 347
PR E SR, B, ARIFTERR TRIRIEG |
RIS DL 37 D 4% v S5 1 HE R 19 1 L (Hu & Templin,
2020; Zhan et al., 2020; Zhan & He, 2021; Li et al.,
2022)4h, EATLIE% HDCM [HER, HmERET
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PR . 21 T2, BORB ST iR
ABLER 2 2 BRI AT IANATZ B (Gierl et al., 2008;
Li et al., 2024; Liu & Cheng, 2018; Tao et al., 2024;
Thai-Nghe & Schmidt-Thieme, 2015; Wang et al.,
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Methods for testing and learning attribute hierarchical structures
from a latent variable modeling perspective

MAO Xiuzhen', HUANG Linchao', XU Binghui’, ZHENG Qiaoyu’
(" Institute of Educational Science, Sichuan Normal University, Chengdu 610066, China)
¢ Guanghua School, Ya'an 625000, China) ¢ Shawan Primary School, Leshan 614900, China)

Abstract: Attribute hierarchical structure (AHS) characterizes the prerequisite relationships among
attributes. It plays an important role in test design, instructional design and evaluation, learning path
planning, and personalized learning recommendations. From the perspective of latent variable modeling,
this study systematically reviews methods for estimating and testing AHS according to three methodological
perspectives: hypothesis testing, Bayesian structure learning and parameter estimation. Specifically, existing
methods for analyzing attribute hierarchical structures are reviewed in terms of their basic ideas,
interrelationships and distinctions, strengths and limitations. Then, this study summarizes the developmental
trajectory and further trends of this area, and provides practical suggestions of method selection. Finally,
future research directions are proposed from the aspects of optimizing key methodological components,
enriching experimental conditions, expanding application scenarios, and developing innovative research
perspectives.

Keywords: latent variable modeling, attribute hierarchical structure, hypothesis testing, Bayesian structure

learning, parameter estimation



