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W OE TSGR, Q FEFERIE M2 PO R IR HIE R 5 AR 2 RN IS WS R S R Tt vy
PELLR AR JMER R o JRYEIZHOC AR Q JEFFE W HOB G L Z I e B, H AT A — e 05Xt Q AL
HIRTEZRGR R ISR ABIE o A SCHE G — i DU 307 o 2 1 Sy A AG 36 ) 5 k45 S E Q ARG R IR =
HRAR, W PABIUBITEE G TIRITEREB IEHE R, DLAE MR A BN R o 8RR, 16 Q JE
WERRARAL T P AR s LU /RSP, 20T RERS A AUBIE. Q AEIERB YRR R, JUHARRT H Bt B HE A i Fo AL
I K BRI OL T, RS IBIEBCR B . e fe Bz A i T BAGA RIS WA Sk, XL 5 0E MBI =
FRFM Q AFFHATH S A TR R B IE, A5RRMIBIE S BRI & B hf

XA N, BHESOCR, Q JERE, DInfHrk
HES B84l

1 55

INHIZ W BLIE (cognitive diagnostic theory, CDT,
Leighton & Gierl, 2007)fE A — 10 & 2 iE (1) 4%
O, AT LM S BN A AL ] o TEk g2
WS, i At A B A AT, AN AR B IR R
AR N RE SRR S R rh it L kLR 2 4
AN R P, DA At 221 i 0 4 30 1) e e L
AL, T8 2% O BT R RT RIS gl a/e 0 H E Y
VR SN HEAT 431, 350X 4 %) s Pk S 4R 1 O
ri2Wr o326 o MR 5 5 AN Pk 2 8] Y I 56 52
Wit Q S 4 FAF (Tatsuoka, 1983, 1985), [Aff, —
AN RS W 50 vh 6,5 A A R s M =2 ) B A
RO 2 FERRR, BEERRCRE
INVAB R R S RO (TR 45, 2012), AL
B TE S N FNI2 B 56 BT 2 (0] 24 A% o 1)l —— 2
T T 0 46 B A A R I T R R (A Y (T,
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2020),Q 4 M M2 MO R P B IE 5 B2
5 M DRI AR ) 2 B0 T i v Af 1 L R iy
SrZSERR 2R (Chiu, 2013; de la Torre, 2009; Liu et al.,
2017; Rupp & Templin, 2008), il 1G4 T, @2
RRFM Q JE [ 3= BEHR A ORI & 5 1 22 4 F
Wr s B, AS[Rl e ZEARE B 2506 1Y Q R FlE
PRIZH R R REAFTE G 2257, Sl E/EE LBt
1Y L SA M BRI AT REAAAE 25 7, BIRAR ) Q L FE
B P E YO R A KA REAL & F IR e - %
T X TR SEAL TR =2, rA X
LR EMFIW Q JFEFE M= R TR 5
EIE

TEJRTE R YO R T, A5 H e =5
] L7 (RSM) B Ji 1 J2 AR (AHM) Y AEZR | 4 i
JZ 4 — 248 bR (Hierarchy Consistency Index, HCI,
Cui, 2007; Cui & Leighton, 2009; Wang & Gierl,
201 )X JE M2 PO RIATRI LS . MR A5 (2011)4%
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HR A DL BT R T i i A T A 2 2, MR AR
I AR A ) Ja vE R A A AR R B M E O R,
W9 o, Wbz E R B E RO R AE R
M N d S SE U = N SR RPN K
B 095 2 Y s M R, TR B A Bk
AR SO A Q FE M ZAfiit, i HLIHAR T 8K
RRIG, H BRI B AR A I E L Y e P )
HATEGE T, 153 T A 0 B E RO TE R
N L T 3 TSRS 12 WA AL A 1 T PR AR = Y O
BARESE ARG TR HER T . A R B TE S 4
AL RO X 2R A 2 Wi (LC DM, Henson, et al.,
2009 Al EIFA T IR HAZ Wi JA T (HDCM), 41
H#T — AR R M2 IR S5 A S A 0 BRI
REARLFIAEZL, I DAE B SR P 5 v 2 Ik 45 4
(Templin & Bradshaw, 2014b), HDCM H', Templin
Hl Bradshaw (2014b) #2 H} >R JI L 4K [b & 5
(likelihood ratio test, LR, fAjFK LR & i1 &) ) 7 X
JEPEZ GO R TR S o X ARG: 50 3 S B e —
FAEVOE 1Y & Ve B A AR TR g, #5525
FARLIR LG, IEANAE HAE R XX )2 R 5
HITBIENZS%EE L.

Iy —J7 I, XL IR E R Q H R HE TR IR
M ERITEE e/ IRZI5E . Bilan, ES807%
AL R FQ B #5745 (Chiu, 2013) BRI (E K 4,
2018)%%, X LT ik BAREA R ZOR /N | 5y SRR
AL ABAR B RT PR SRR T X S Ty g i 9 S A
SCHMEERE, BB, 2023), PR & T LS5
FAEIE Tk A« 6 P(de la Torre, 2008) . ¥ LR
0% 4F,2012). S Geita ik (Liv et al., 2012), 1%
U IE 75118 & (iterative modified sequential search;
Terzi & de la Torre, 2018) . RMSEA 4t i1 (Kang et al.,
2019). JniF%2 R ¥ (Yu & Cheng, 2020)., ffli)X
NGB FE TR (RAE 48, 2022)% . DA B A E#
JETERFIRH) CDM HEZE T (4 DINA  DINO, R-RUM
ST R e, FEMIF CDM HEZE R (4 G-DINA,
generalized deterministic input noisy output “and”
gate; de la Torre, 201 1) S E0fk Q HHFFEIE ik +
FALHS . GDI (G-DINA discrimination index) /5 ¥ (de
la Torre & Chiu, 2016), TLP (truncated L1 penalty
function) 5% (Xu & Shang, 2018), X & FiT &
J5¥:(Wang et al., 2020; £ 5%, 2020)%, Hr
Ma F1 de la Torre (2020)% H () GDI Fl Wald 5 5 A
2551 Stepwise JIEXT 2R BRI Q HiFE
HATEIE, FIAF XA 7 kWl T oo-1 4

GDINA #EAI) Q HFFE IE

FELL B0 Q JE MR IS iR E 5 h, R
SE & SR H ST, & % R IR MR RN
W [FRE, A NREE MR RN ITE
R Q M M AL S ER Y, A AL R
BAE R Q MR E . ML, X—H2Z
)2 B AN W] A B2 Y, OfF B FREREm A e
A9 UM, AN T sk A [m] s A7 A — S A i 22
5B . Wang Fl Lu (2021)$2 H AR R P71k %
B 2= 2 R RO R, I HX R JE 2 9
BAk T PR R A Q (S E B E L T AT .
Ma 55(2022)%2 ) —Fh &SI RISR L, IS T 5k
W BN, AR AT B IR R R QIE
B, X RO ARG Ee R X, AR AR
WA LE L, VPR BRI TR
PIZH R Q M, (HEHIZ TR 2N
M A h AT Q L RE RUE R HOC R, It
RN SR, FrLALL AR ST HAR LS 56 T R
MR IE B LA . 3~4 A, BRI RN T HR 2
MTEENA (8 — A i s, (R S E AR 2
BF, 3 i L A A MR 5 v BB B A T Q
P2 R W ILB AT 8 22 B vl U . e
TR BN FIS W PPAh 52 B rPol 7 2 . AEJT RIS
Wil g6 rh, & FARYE 20 REAE X B R R A Q
FEVEHEA TR B, SRR SRR B 0 A I ELY e 00
FE, R I AR R L 6 T A S T
AL EAE R, I & RE M EEZ R LR QM
PRI A T I A3 G 96 RIS TE 199 vk TR Sy S B i 5
FF UL, ARMFGTHE T —Fp 3L DL o3 00 A 1) I
PRIZH IR Q JE MR IR A K 30 18 1E T 7k o AR S
T ke A 24 3 T D17 I £ B A 56 UE T Tk Y R R R
HRBRSC BRI RR o 55 = . DU/ i AU SEIE
AIFF 58 X5 12 7 1 PR ARG 56 416 T 355 16 A2 i) PR 2R k47 0
i, HJaitie g,

2 ST DU I B U 7 75
oy

DU 37 M 2% (Bayesian Networks, BN)J&45 5 HE
FIe 5 IS R B (9K 1% 3, FRIENE, 2006), —
A DU H7 D) 288 g — 4~ 235 Fa) A5 80 FfT— 2 2% 1 A R 2
B, Hrh AR AL W IR, R A R RN
BEMLAZ 5, A7 1) i) 3 748 F 22 [ f) A G i R SRAR
KER, A WA B AT 5, R SR
AT AL, A8 B PR Y A SRR OC R A
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D) &% RS 5 FE 45 0 ST BT AR R Y SR A R
et Al INHNZ I Y JE 2 O R Q FEFE(E A
AT DLRAE Ry DL -3 25 254 . Blan &l 1 s, 1E
—AMUE 3 AR S AN BANS W G h,
JRHEZR RS Q HFHF BT LAZEE iyl I
347 O ) 45 K Sk R AE, LR [ e s A U 1, T
SRR ) e /R I 060 L, DI R0 2% 45 ¥y v ] 7 1) 4
LH 5 JE M 2 R R R, X E Q A
S G R, S8, ML BT AR =z ]
MIEH R, WEYE A1 BT A2 iYJes g, i
XA R A3 S e DL, TR
PRI H 2 [8) -5 1) 7 3k (FR A <1 Rom Q AE R h
JCE 1, WA 568 H P 2% 2 o 0 g v, [
o 22 ) 9 720 00 e 7 Ja 1k 2 IR HLA A OGS &R Dl
Hr Do 28 WT AT X 45 v ) 45 Sk R AT e E MR B, DA
AR 25 2 i B A5 A AR AE R, Tk, %o o 2% &5
PR — 2 AT W TR TS, AR TR Q I
rhRE—N R H A JE bR R AR IR, 5 LR L AR
BSR4 SRk 2 R B ) i 25 v, RIS T B M2
PRARM AN

Bl 1 ZRERIRYERHOC AN Q FERF i UL M- 9 i 2y

E R et SR DS T PO R L AL R DR
1) P 25 474 00 7 Sk A 36 1B 245 B A1) =2 1) 1 3 Y A A
A BEAME o X bR 56 R DL G AR R O R
(Pearson Chi-square) ¥ 5% {4 XF £ L 28 b K 5 (Log
likelihood Ratio) S B (#E 7k, PRACHK, 2012), A /F2h
SRS 6 1 M TCAR B R AT R 22 8] AR A ST
), BIORAETE, TR 36075 2 /Y W25 MoK PR
1%, MBAmE AT LIE 4 fE TC e ise, NS5 f 2 1]
FAAE YIRS, DEUTIZ8 Bl T XA Jm e, S0
X AR IR Z B B A RO R . TEX P
G o2 RN L 2 o 101 0 N I S o R = o
FERIT g SO IER

IZ(Xi’Xj|5)=Zk:ZZ(Xi,X_/|S=Sk)=

)

m,n,k

(NG, 5], 50N (s0) = N si) N (], 5))?
N, sk)N(XT, sk )N (sk)

H N, x,s%) RoRAE X =x",X; =x7,8 = sk
Ao 1) S oW R g, HAt A5 FRic 2] . 2R
WIS T, IrA s fE 0-1 Z(EHitsr, o
DU BF-R 7 ettt iy it dE b

Zx LA, R DL B DR LI A 4 [ B B i
Q H B TR RO R MY IERATE, [FB X T-8 H A%
FERSRIEYE, BUE IR E R TEZ R,
0, BE 6% 38 3F DU A 30y R o e 22 TR) A e ST PR B
ATIBIE o 5 451 b N7 A B0 X6 P 24 v g — 253 1Y
AP TR AR B, P25 538 (network score)
FIE 02 A 1 DT Al — A DL i 107 D) 174 [ 24 245 4 15 51 B
BHRILA G DL, 253408 7445 AIC (Akaike,
1974), BIC (Schwarz, 1978), HI %} %k {1 4% {H (log-
likelihood criterion, Pinheiro & Bates, 1995), 7
bnlearn R #A/H, B T8 WK BIC b5, A
—~ BDeu #5#5(Bayesian Dirichlet equivalent uniform
score, Heckerman et al., 1995), X WM EbRESRENS
RS, Z5 b, DU ST I F D) 4% 5 ) R DL o 54
A0 7P A 0 B i IR AR R B R UL AR D 1 D %
SPRGHEAT IR . BT LA, MR DL ST R A s A v B Al
DIXFEG SRR R PR Z 2GRN Q MR 1Y DL S g 235
FAHEAT R B4 T o A T DL 7 I 2% 336 7 7 PRS2 4 ¢
ZAM Q R A 56 FTAE 1 11 ELAAR S AL TR AN T

P B 1 IR ER Q M AE ME ¢
FAG TR 8 M R

¥ 2 Wihh Q FEMEFIREAAAE BT, Wl
REAETE B PEER, WIG M B PR )2 9O RV B A AE
TUAFIERIS o An S0 4 i DL it ST 0 28 25 A AN ASUAR 5
WIhG Q JE MR 4R 8 M )2 e Rk AT i, IR AR
P A A S A B0 R A 56 HE AR IR, T R R
PR TCIEAR I R o BT AIRATIH 46 #a) A DL -
PR A PR AR AR, g R S B & 1 T A e
P, AR B Z AR S ERES, B T s As
AR W2, X FERB RS X B — S50k T
6 5 o

P B 3 AR RO A E Ak pkalUs
P A AR A U A XA D30 I AR fRL NS A s A, T
for e H B — AR AE AR SR B, W R B E T A
R 052 ) PR A J Y A TR SR A ST
KR EVEKT, RS W i, s 3|
— AN IE ) Q HE R RIS IE 19 SR 1 2 O & o MR AR T
SEHEAY, ASHIFSE TR FH Y KT 0.001 .7
FIEHBYETE BN, XA AR I B R
SRR HEAT Y, AR — AR A AR T, X
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WARIE TIZ AL TR ROR

BB A4 BRI LG 1) Q K R AE )= O
FAT e Rl e R R A A R 22, I IR X
b A M 7S () B 2R AT A% A ST T R B BT B T 1Y
BN S5t IF ARS8 R EM, 5 2R SLEE G B AV R
B8 ¥ (network score)F AT IE . X T Q HFEFIE
HRERXRA T - MHEIENTE, ITHEEBIEZ)E
(1) BN 2544 [ UL & F8 B (AR WF98 R I BIC 645, £ 70
5245, BIC 1 BDeu PR HR Y ISR AT B 2
Z5%), HE5AREIEZ TR BN 25/ LA F8 a1 7
R, A IEZ SR T #6865 BIC, IR
WA IEZE R, [ Z MR B ARE EZ R EE R . R
Pt SRRV UL & F bR B BN 254, toh
J& Q MM AR M E PO RIATIRAL T IE

BB S MERIER Q MBI )RR KR EH
BRI ) 8 kR

T 6 K FFAN T R R R AR
KN BE TR B BN IR AR TR 3 4
5, AP DATROOL SRS Rk i kAR, i i Ja P 2 PR A
ARG, BT LU iy A KR A RS A,
AR 48 2% 14 2 S 1 AR BB i S S FR AR 22 B 2 05
B IEM BN S5 K S e, dF ik rplln 8 v
FERA W T M AE . AR TS, @R 3K
WRZIE, e LEARRER BN 454, et
FEM) QA RUR R R, ek I R D
PR Q HE RN M B O R B IE A % 5 24
A RIZAIE TR RCR L R, B 3 kAR,
5 8R BRAB AR IIE LA & 1T T SR80 . FEBL L5 v,
P B SR Q A MR 5 B LA, THEX Rl 7 i
BIEHER R, FIFERPE R E B HEER RS
A R B BB HL R, SRR BB IR . K DL
- 3407 P9 52 A 77 5 B DA R T AR R R UL F b
(it BB AT LGB it R R4 (bnlearn; Scutari &
Denis, 2021)3Z3 .

3 Q FEFEMIEIEZI SRR G
BB 1E 7 ¥E W2 [N 2R o A

TR PR AT A A AU 5 B AT 5 45
Wi PR 28 %k DL Sy R A B TE. Q I Fm PR R ok
FMERAE 1 R0 o BT 5 AT LAFAE il — Le 3 SR o
HBARIR BTG 5 Tz kRN, Er LR
R T DI S7 190 (14 A 56 7 vk AR ) BB RS E PR S
Ktk 535, HRTE&ITRIRZ Q MM IET %,
X677 100 ARG B E R OC R B . U

XHEMWER KRR AT, B T4 1) % 58
HABIEWERG R, i B % 58 Q M M) L e IR 5
o CA MM T Q M FEFIE M2 MK R ISR
A, mMARBA KK, L5 b, A IEEA
R IENE AR IR BT, VB —TH B R R 5T,
AR SCE S B 5T R A 1% 7 VR R E R RO R R
Q MMM IEHERR, DL BRI N E, LI
SN FNIS WP B4 S B 0 T R A I E I S %
S8
31 EHR—
311 WXt

ARWFFEHY Q HE R 5 AN @k, 56K B 43 1
25, 40 PiRIKF, 25 MUY Q HE ME BRI S 225
(2020)fil Zhang Z5(2024)[IHF5E, 1E 25 MUIERE I,
AT 15 B LRIE R PRI B BT 1 T 40
M) Q MEME. ANK—MetE, TAHNS WAk 2 18 B Al
GDINA A P A AR 1535 P4~ 7K F 1000,
2000, 1 H S8 B S B E A 2R @E %,
2022): FEARIH 1 Iri0 AT JE M g 5
i BB TEER A R I H i AR A AR
Fo3iE R Pi (1) Pi(0), WUH BriE s hm . AP
IR, @RI EMSECR: Pi (0) ~ U (0.05,
0.25)H. Pi (1) ~ U (0.75, 0.95), {55 H Z%k
Jy: Pi(0)~ U (0.05, 0.4)H. Pi (1) ~ U (0.6, 0.95).
SRR IREY Q JEME, FEBORIE N 0K A Y
), 10%, 20%, 30%PU47KF, 76 Q Mip4 Y3
fith 1 Fe iR S B AL 2 AH N LU 0T B, BRI E
SHOCAMRGIERS, R, 2023), FEMNLR
AT RENLG A« (D)FT A 5 H 0250 2 /00— )&
s (IR AR — B, DA AR a3
5 (Gu et al., 2018), I IS 1Y J& 1 2 ¢ R E
S E R WSO R R A S Ry R U AR, L
R E N 2 Uis . RIGAE RS FREZRRLRT
e T R L, Wl AT e Y s Pk
PR BEAL U™ A o AR TR AN 2 W
PR A H S EB e 8 R R, A=
PR A2 S B8

AR YEZ S, i HDCM Al iny
JE tERA A GET R K/ GDINA 28, 7Efl
T2 NAB YRR R, 165G W& )2
R FRBEAEMN IR L, 3= A A s, TURN
EMEZ MR, DIRAHL™ A 19 3 BE AL 1) J8 4 2
RXZNPME, el s R SRR
I8 77 TET JOT 3 A TR 0 DL v 30 X BB 56 E R 1 V2
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(a) HERE (b) Wl

(c) B

(d) TEL5HE

K2 BT BRCE R 5 DB IER 4 FhESCR R TR R RO R K 7 AN Ik B R B

KR Q Hilf: ., 5B A I VLA, 76 4 FhEACH)
JE Ve 2 A AL, AT LR AL AR BT B (A
BRI . ER—FZEER T, MFEENAE
PEZ M E R R, MALBEE — X @ P, b H% 4
KRB R PR TUAI, X & BN M IE
SEMRY, AR S AN EMEZ B TUAY R, FlingEe
Bl 2 Fis i & B ZE R b, T REAETE TUAR I I R P
XTH (A2, A3), (A4, A5), (A3, A4), (A3, A5), TETCLE
FgRIh ) AT REAEAETUAR 1Y @ HEXT AT (A2, A3), (A3,
A4), (A4, AS5), (A2, A4), (A2, AS), (A3, A4), (A3,
AS), (A4, AS). TTEE LAY, 5 MEMEZ M B 45
ARG, AR BT 2 [ R 3 H iR
RZ, (R S AR AE 8 A A Y SRR, BT LI
ANBEA A BB ETUAY R R o [FIRRIEBE, 7RIS
RIZE Ry, HH —DNAOUART, WI(A2, A3), H
TSI 5% 75 2 2 AL BE AL A BT AR, e
A RTUAI Y, AN IS 254 . 25 1, FE
BRI T, 4 MEWZREWEEIE, 7590
RGN, AN A 08 R G 45 A 20 A 2
Mo g b, ABFIEIEE P B A 5 T LS 1
PEBEA 2 (MK EF) x 2 (BEARKFE) <2 (B HZ
BOKT) x 4 (JBPEZHIA) x 4 (Q HFFAEIRF) =
128 PG, 78I TUAR I B8 T BRI 1) 15
s 2 (B < 2 (FEAR I KOF) x 2 (8 H S 50K
) x 2 (JBTEZ AR *x 4 (Q HiFEHIRR) = 64 Fil
T o
312 iFMiEHR

TELL BT R SE I 451, A mIBEpL™ A=
100 HEALIUECHRE, SR 5 6 FRLRLR A A7 iR (5 B 1
JEPEZ AR E A TR MR, 8 DL )

AP ST VARG S0 A B U S8R 45 5, e
P EMEIE B R YO R B IE 1 Q JEFE, H4 2
B IES R S R R 2 POC R BAR AT AL, 2R 58
2 AHE, WARERME EER—IK, &aitHE R G5
T 100 Y AE IE & 1 /2 245G 2 B IE B WU E P 4R
B o Q I Y46 1 A 38 Pl >R T A 8 B B B T
JRHY Q FEFE 5 E I Q AH M H M A =Y — Bk
VB MK E % (Pattern classification rate, PCR)AI
BUBIEFHY Q FEM 5 HI2 Q HEFFIE IR — Bt
A JE B R (Average attribute classification rate,
AACR), LI K TPR (True positive rate)Fl TNR (True
negative rate), H:H' TPR F545 R bR E (1Y@ 1 E 00 &
U EE AR, TNR $8 IR 5 E 1 J8 AR B B H
(Fb T W B R, X AR a3 PEAN HE AR &G 2R ) LUK R AE
HAL) A SR ER 100 K, RIETHR SR
B 100 R F-H4ME
313 WRER

it FH DT o 347 00 2% A7 ok <7 PR A 5 VR B R R 1
BERRRMARER 1. R 2 Piw, 16 Q MM IE
SERIEFTE LT, Toie s H & o i b 2 I &,
LB R ILRICR, LA EEKR
BN, Toe S, TEAFhE M Z g ah i,
AL R T 2 ER B R RN KR, 1E
100 AR, 58 2B IEIEH B S 100%. 1
M QFEMFAFAE T g SR I, B QM IRITR
0 LI, TER TR, X5 & )2 9 8 1
R ZEH R, BARME, 78 Q MM RIRMFE N
10% 11 30T, Joie 8 H BT ik, FEA KD,
WA, 16 4 PRHERREWT, TitECR
B IE I TOAY, ISR BEAE I BB 1Y 58 4 I (118
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IEHH, BRABITELL, KESIHELL R, PifEik 90%
s DL BRG] B Q REFE R AR R, X R
PEIZ G 5E A B IE TEI B4 LU (1B HT R AIG, I IRk il L
-tz 20 6K, A S R A Y [a] 52,
BHNAE Q HE MER IR 3 20%K, 48 H Tt B IR,
D6 1 BRI AR i BE A8 Wl 25 2 3K P 58 B I IE
B L, BRI B, R 00T iS¢ 4 1EH

(R EE AT 35 51 80% LA o 4 FiASIR] 1 J 14 )2 g 2 Al
&, JREE R R A8 IE T OB R AS R B AR A 52
F B R Q A MR A B R AR, HAJLFP ALY
JEYERGh, BN 7EA MO T R BUIF B W]
25, 1EHAB SRR EA R RSO, B PRk
B TEITCAR A B ERZE R T, BN R A ]
WS

R1 BUHSRKBERT 4 MELEHT S IERIEERE(100 1K)
ERES TN yaiell Py b S| RBEM
Q-error test length g-s 2000 1000 2000 1000 2000 1000 2000 1000
0.05-0.25 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100
0% » 0.05-0.4 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100
10 0.05-0.25 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100
0.05-0.4 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100
0.05-0.25 100 84 100 96 96 92 96 93
10% » 0.05-0.4 90 82 98 96 89 87 96 91
0.05-0.25 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100
0 0.05-0.4 98 92 95 95 96 91 97 93
0.05-0.25 79 75 90 90 81 74 89 83
0% » 0.05-0.4 74 64 82 50 76 66 82 75
0.05-0.25 91 85 98 95 96 97 98 96
40 0.05-0.4 82 76 85 57 85 84 88 90
0.05-0.25 70 47 54 56 68 58 64 58
0% » 0.05-0.4 60 30 46 18 64 60 58 54
10 0.05-0.25 77 76 75 75 93 84 85 85
0.05-0.4 70 62 53 44 75 72 74 61
x2 BEETRBET 2MERENTEIEBHIEIEXE(L00R)
JEPETUA oaiie st AR
Q-error test length g-s 2000 1000 2000 1000
0.05-0.25 100 100 100 100
» 0.05-0.4 100 100 100 100
0%
20 0.05-0.25 100 100 100 100
0.05-0.4 100 100 100 100
0.05-0.25 98 98 100 98
» 0.05-0.4 96 92 99 86
10%
0.05-0.25 100 100 100 93
0 0.05-0.4 100 100 100 90
0.05-0.25 90 89 90 89
» 0.05-0.4 82 64 83 49
20%
0.05-0.25 100 95 100 87
0 0.05-0.4 95 93 90 80
0.05-0.25 64 60 63 57
» 0.05-0.4 60 54 49 46
0% 0.05-0.25 80 75 90 80
0 0.05-0.4 80 65 58 55
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TEFY ¥ AF: N2 Wi B PR 2 2000 A M Q S I YT 5 B0 UE Ty i« T 1) 52 Bk A R A

1301

TE & M2 T8 AR 5 TUR ST,
el 1 D1 it 30r D 5 e Xk B iR 1Y Q FERE A TIE IR Y
HERA R (F045 PCR Fil AACR)UNEE 3. 3% 4 iR, 76 Q
FE SRR AE 10%KT, 4 s 1 2 RS A7 AE B N
TOAREE, Joied B i s i, TiskEAR R/, T
WS, DU IR X Q HE PR IE IE HER %
REfE IR BB E KT, BMETERE B B BRI LT,
FRAS AL, B HIER AR AR S IA 5] 70% L) |, F
By JE PEFIE R BRA SIE SR REIS B 95% LA 1. 7E Q
FERFES RN 20%IE 0L T, 8 H e s, PCR
118K AEMSIAF 70%L) |, AACR fEfEIAE] 92%L) I,
AERS H R ERAI TS O R, PCR FE48 215 55 T RENS
BE 50%L 1, BRI, AACR 53] 90% L) |

TE Q JE M AE IR F N 30%Hf, PCR 78 48 il 46 75t H
Jo A R B L T REE A B 53% LA b, BRAR AN,
AACRIEE|90% LA I, KIEHE e — & fRE
PR AMEL H T KA S, R TG 25 R TR o G
R, HAWEA T, PCR 38R EEHSIAH] 50%LL |, 7F
L H i O B S 1E 55T, PCR Fil AACR 4R
LA MEIR B, FEAS I XZ T 2 A8 IE HEf
R LK, FEFEASHE M 1000 $2 53] 2000
B, RIS T A8 IE R R ERAS 2R 2 5
6K B XoF 46 1 o it St A I S s i), e O A
Q B R A i ol A H T B AR S R, AR
i g i be, KIS T BN B8 IEfE R 12
mEZ,

#x3 BHUHBXBEET Q EEMEIEEMHEPCR 1 AACR)
JB PR (1) PCR a5 T Ky 7 5l BoM

Q-error test length g-s 2000 1000 2000 1000 2000 1000 2000 1000

0.05-0.25 0.94 0.84 0.906 0.856 0.876 0.786 0.882 0.88

. 2 0.05-0.4 0.813 0.677 0.827 0.73 0.786 0.652 0.786 0.79
1% 0.05-0.25 0.964 0.891 0.945 0.883 0.93 0.853 0.945 0.901

0 0.05-0.4 0.859 0.794 0.76 0.624 0.825 0.7 0.863 0.77
0.05-0.25 0.864 0.768 0.847 0.77 0.832 0.692 0.832 0.802
. 2 0.05-0.4 0.66 0.497 0.722 0.486 0.692 0.522 0.646 0.634

20% 0.05-0.25 0.936 0.869 0.925 0.821 0.929 0.826 0.93 0.83
0 0.05-0.4 0.785 0.709 0.648 0.438 0.743 0.595 0.781 0.664
0.05-0.25 0.695 0.559 0.602 0.577 0.608 0.536 0.616 0.658
. > 0.05-0.4 0.541 0.307 0.419 0.279 0.441 0.371 0.451 0.437
30% 0.05-0.25 0.825 0.689 0.823 0.715 0.835 0.784 0.798 0.778
0 0.05-0.4 0.663 0.569 0.483 0.334 0.618 0.527 0.634 0.525

JEVEBR Y AACR KR P ey ok PR REM

Q-error test length g-s 2000 1000 2000 1000 2000 1000 2000 1000
0.05-0.25 0.988 0.967 0.98 0.97 0.975 0.954 0.976 0.975
. = 0.05-0.4 0.958 0.93 0.964 0.942 0.956 0.915 0.952 0.952
1% 0.05-0.25 0.993 0.976 0.989 0.977 0.986 0.968 0.989 0.978
40 0.05-0.4 0.968 0.953 0.938 0911 0.958 0.928 0.971 0.948
0.05-0.25 0.97 0.943 0.964 0.949 0.958 0.921 0.962 0.953

. 2 0.05-0.4 0913 0.867 0.935 0.872 0.899 0.873 0.91 0.91
20% 0.05-0.25 0.986 0.972 0.985 0.961 0.984 0.96 0.986 0.959
0 0.05-0.4 0.948 0.927 0.908 0.849 0.932 0.897 0.945 0918
0.05-0.25 0.912 0.871 0.88 0.887 0.876 0.859 0.885 0.897
. 2 0.05-0.4 0.864 0.782 0.818 0.779 0.793 0.805 0.829 0.829
30% 0.05-0.25 0.95 0.916 0.956 0.926 0.953 0.943 0.944 0.944
0 0.05-0.4 0.908 0.877 0.844 0.798 0.886 0.863 0.896 0.863
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T4 BUERTKRBET Q EEMEIEETHEPCR 1 AACR)
J& T4 PCR JE T4 AACR
S WOw T4k a6 To4ity
Q-error test length g-s 2000 1000 2000 1000 2000 1000 2000 1000
0.05-0.25 0.929 0.861 0.909 0.854 0.985 0.971 0.982 0.969
10% 2 0.05-0.4 0.81 0.678 0.826 0.711 0.957 0.929 0.964 0.937
0.05-0.25 0.968 0.909 0.953 0.88 0.993 0.98 0.991 0.976
40 0.05-0.4 0.876 0.791 0.865 0.783 0.974 0.954 0.973 0.955
0.05-0.25 0.867 0.782 0.828 0.755 0.969 0.95 0.958 0.944
. » 0.05-0.4 0.651 0.761 0.704 0.504 0.909 0.944 0.928 0.876
20% 0.05-0.25 0.936 0.868 0.93 0.81 0.986 0.97 0.986 0.958
40 0.05-0.4 0.814 0.695 0.8 0.703 0.955 0.925 0.958 0.935
0.05-0.25 0.681 0.595 0.612 0.534 0.908 0.883 0.883 0.871
30% » 0.05-0.4 0.502 0.581 0.449 0.254 0.852 0.88 0.827 0.772
0.05-0.25 0.855 0.719 0.858 0.718 0.96 0.926 0.967 0.926
40 0.05-0.4 0.616 0.575 0.61 0.478 0.891 0.884 0.887 0.854
32 WEHMtRZT 322 EMiERR

321 WRigt

R Tk — A R A DL T 0 A A i M U
ZEE TR, AOFREE BN 74,
HR AR 5T — S5 3, 25 PP 2R 0 J 1 2 G 45
R, BN BB IEMER RA 22 A K, AR —edk,
A 5T BEHL IR 2 & M2 R A0 R R, 7 A
JE& PRI 56K B [ e S 40 N ELH, FEAC R R F
X — W E, N 2000, 1000, TERLIIATSE—
TIRMEANECA R, Frigemy)m o Rk st R
M AEAL PR 5 g — A>3, TEARBEIE T itE — e
20 )@ R TR AE oL, TR & 3
TN T AN R R S R i AL e e S AR iR
JE YRR . (D)FEPLER R — 305 (2)BE BL Sk 2%
WA 15 G)FENLITA — A3 (H)FEHLIT AR A5
(5)BEA BEBL R 30 A BEALTTAY I o A 5255 45
PEROBCE . BUH iR, Q FEFERT IR R A5 a2 G4
Ph—AH A, B P A BB K SR R AT GDINA

Tﬁﬂo

TR R B
K3 BRI E W 7 A B A BN B R R R

TEARMFGR T, FEE A B A B 2 g ol
T, AREHEERAEDES AKF) < ARIE S E 5
2 MIKF) x ANlE] Q HiFEEE IR FIKF-(4 DIKF) x
AFEFEA K2 A KF) = 80 Fvii L T A 615
IEHERR S, RN FE bR R BT 5 —, KRR PCR
1 AACR, LUK 100 B & P2 9058 25 1E IE
ik e ¢
323 WIRGER

58 7 AR RS EEZHCR,
TEREA TSR 2000 ), 5 FpAS[R] & M 2 006 RS IR
O, SRR, DU Q M rf&
IEHERZE(PCR, AACR)., HERFTHI, TEAFIZALY
JEPEZ AR A, HABAF AR BN T, Dl
HrxE Q HiFE B IEERM R ZE AR, 16 Q Mif%
FERA 10%I, TG B B m Ak, % a5 Q
LB (A6 TE A R AR IS IR = KO, FERE IR
20%HF, BH B E SO T, Q HFFE IE HE
FANREHE PR R KT, BEE A H BT R, &
IEWERG R B I Y Q R MR R RN 30% ), &
TE MR A Bl G A H ST B T & BRI . 76 5 AP
) JE R R AT, DL oS0 D) ] e o) 2 e 4
& TEIEAf B E(100 ISEE) WKL 4 ez, 4 Q E
MEoE BRI, Joie a8 H it sk, DLk AR g
e LB IE B EHCR, ZIEHE QMR
FEURAPE I, M H TR RS, DUt O 2
KR TERME IE LM RECZ T TR, nf LUEIR, RI
e 7 A EPERIZ WIS, Y Q KRR 1R R A
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FE S KT (20% LA )B4 8 H ot s 3 b, D
Hr AT 8% BE % A R0 A TR ) e M 2 A v i A R
5 6 AFEASEE 1000 B, B3 AE 4 Rl A2 25 14
FHIRBL, I TREARE 2000 (BT, 158
A UE RS AT FEAR L BT 5 S REAS 1 1000 B, DL Hip
MITE 100 YR SEEG T, X @ M2 96 3R 58 4 18 1E IE A
UEL, WTLAEBIAH I THEAS I 2000 A4 45
T, Bk IEER SRR A SR, i HERAR
oM 1000 B JLAPAS [A] @ PR AS DR 2SR T i 48 IE HE
R 2 R R -1,

4 B R SR8 IE 5 IR AR SRR

4

A oy i — A B0 IE % 7 iR TR SR R A
ROk, AR 8T 38 AR A i I 56 S PR A
(ECPE), Templin il Bradshaw (2014a){ii ] ECPE A
BARWIFE I & T HDCM, FHiXE % HDCM %
PO BE L SCH) ECPE Bl )@k 2 94 R . ECPE
ByEdt 28 EBH, M =AM RIC AL (2),
A HL (b)iE 2 H (¢) . H3FE Templin F1 Bradshaw

x5 THEMENEABENT Q EMNBEAMEGERE = 2000)

PCR ) ) . . . . VSRS
Bk —A~ih BRI JCR—A A TIRWANE ————
Q-error g-s NA TR
Lo% 0.05-0.25 0.849 0.859 0.836 0.861 0.846
’ 0.05-0.4 0.767 0.724 0.71 0.705 0.713
0% 0.05-0.25 0.739 0.693 0.739 0.728 0.716
’ 0.05-0.4 0.57 0.546 0.576 0.513 0.53
30% 0.05-0.25 0.51 0.511 0.578 0.51 0.555
’ 0.05-0.4 0.333 0.27 0.35 0.343 0.336
AACR BEAT R
Bk —A~ih BRI JCR—A A TOARPIA A —
Q-error g-s NAITCR
Lo% 0.05-0.25 0.977 0.978 0.975 0.978 0.976
’ 0.05-0.4 0.964 0.953 0.953 0.952 0.955
0% 0.05-0.25 0.952 0.941 0.951 0.95 0.946
’ 0.05-0.4 0914 0.912 0.919 0.904 0.909
30% 0.05-0.25 0.885 0.883 0.91 0.881 0.897
’ 0.05-0.4 0.815 0.834 0.839 0.842 0.839
X6 TMNEMHMNAHENT Q EXMNBEEREMEAE = 1000)
PCR WEA kK
Bk —A~i0 BRI JCR—A A TOARFIA A —
Q-error g-s NAH TR
Lo% 0.05-0.25 0.728 0.745 0.728 0.735 0.646
’ 0.05-0.4 0.738 0.731 0.653 0.695 0.638
20% 0.05-0.25 0.632 0.626 0.475 0.635 0.484
’ 0.05-0.4 0.627 0.598 0.415 0.603 0.479
30% 0.05-0.25 0.434 0.431 0.408 0.428 0.19
’ 0.05-0.4 0.373 0.425 0.33 0.39 0.11
AACR BEAT R
Bk —A~ih BRI JCR—A A TOARPIA A —
Q-error g-s NA TR
Lo% 0.05-0.25 0.957 0.963 0.943 0.952 0.941
’ 0.05-0.4 0.96 0.959 0.958 0.958 0.94
0% 0.05-0.25 0.932 0.931 0.799 0.928 0.897
’ 0.05-0.4 0.931 0.928 0.887 0.929 0.897
30% 0.05-0.25 0.871 0.868 0.863 0.868 0.61
’ 0.05-0.4 0.851 0.863 0.835 0.861 0.527
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100 . . N
%} ~o— TR 6 A0 25 R, 0B 4 A A0 & R 6 S PR [m) R Y
70 h“T— Wil 1
60 = Bk —1i HI

0 = BEEAS
30~ JIAR—A "
W AR —
0 - BEABRRIA Eé%l

.Q?‘ Q'.ﬁ) .Q? Q."‘J Q Q’]:" Q Q.p
Q;". %% QG‘" %‘5 Q%. %? Q% &
%° 5 Wl n “ AN v
Q N Q v Q Ee’v

& < & (Q' o(.Q‘ < . &
& & > & S A
0’0 0:06 0:o 0106 010 0&6 Q 03@
&l 4 BN XT 7@ A B S JE PR )2 06 R AE A Fh 32
B 5 N 58 418 1IE IE AR IR B (FEAS B = 2000)
(100 ¥R 3256 5% 28 T TE A B0

.

Q- <
§ O . e
S . §
& & § & $

S & ¢°<' ,60(’9' &
o g ° °
o

L

B 5 BN X7 NREER RSB E R e RAE & TS
IS 2T W SE 2B IE IEFIR BU(FEAR & = 1000)
(100 YK 5256 5¢ 248 1E IE B B0

(2014a) 5T, X 3 NEMHEEEHLB LR, W
a—b—oc, MR Q FHFE AR B 7T LA T
CDM R M1 5k4% .

it DL 37 D90 4 A7 A 364 T 1 ELAAR 43 B aot
W St AT DL TR, B3 AN E
(i) 6 B A 1) 320 (G20 4 o) PR AR R ) s s A ) B
K, RIFE =4, a—sb, b—c, a—c), HMEH
S8 @M Z A & i Ok — ek, Jrm)
PEGE— Dy Jg PR )8 ), T3 A RS R A4 Ay
EAUE A T 58 B R 50 % I 55 v A — A AT e AE
FERYEE H 5 e M DL @ S e v Z [ IR, R
AR 5E B . AR R O A ISR A 0 3 4>
NS PE R FR ERIRE, AR5 iR 24 S i 4
P FAL T A R R R AR S A R, X 3 — Y
2 P B — SRR T SR IR S PR AG B L XA R A
JoT b A 2 XoF 3 3 e A BB R (R AL Q AR B
FE PR 2 D OC Z) M SIE B 22 8] (9 00 & B 3 64T
o 56 A — A R e R A 3 A B R 4F BT LA
HE— B IE R AT 19 BRI A p AR R B I 5 O o (R
TESCUEBCE b, BERUE IE 0 B T R 2K FE ST

P DL - S8 190 o 0 i S ) ) R 1P )= 5K AR
Q MMFHATIR S K, RIFORBE R IEZE %
KA VLS m Ve H 2 ) B 45 ¢ & — 8445 31
THEE EREE, (HORRA — 0 oRiX £
MIAFTESR LT AN R, i BEPI 5 i Z ) AT BE 2 4%
PERRSL R, AT DBk Q R b AT A By i H
55 J 1k 2 8] BRI R A 220 DL 307 0 2% 17 ST 4G 56
ZJa BB s Z (B I AR L, i A MO G
R B, WIUKZ T DUy 9 2% 2 S A6 6 A PR P =2
HIER N : a—c, boco RIF BT L R IFRIT X
SeA P AR R AT OB HIE, SRR TEZ %A
1o SEFELE A UL R A PE S PR B B SR, i
IS W 56 v i e # A ) 3 S TA s M 22 T £
R YR R AL R et R g G A CHE Z IR AT
RORFFIEORII SRR, B2 Q A —LL B IE (A
B e AR AR o] RUB R AR 4R ) o 3271k, R4 D
307 I 07 95 BT Sk Y S R 2o &R DA R T B TE Y
B Q AERE, HHMGIT RO B A R
XF 0 4 ALY %) T VR AR I A 28 0 A 56188 T 22 ) R A
BUHEAT LA, DIBORREAU & 48 BT PG o i
BIC #0545 5 B B s 223 GE iR g A& 30
B IERYHTRRY (& 1 )2 AR 35 A G &, Q RS
ABIE)SEEME 2EHRILE 7). FrlikT N
-7 19 F) 2% 2 S R A 38 1 7k RE A6 Xt s 7 )= 2
KA QR BEATHR S Bk, I N A AR 1R
BEABHERIE R

&7 BNXSLIEHERRBEEERNBEIER

e S EN Q JkE BIC
a—b—c JE IR 43815.53
a—c, b—c BN &IE 44071.94
a—b—c BN f&1E 43724.51

5 ZEw5ihHe

A FE R T — o T DL 30 0 2% 0k S
A5 6 14 J PSR OGN Q B I B A 50 77 05 -
WP EHUNETE RO T HEA R | Q JEFF T iR
AR B AR DS | BRI R
JEYEARE SRR, AR R BRE IR BN J7
TETERS S Q JHE M R s MR GO 28 77 Th B HER P 45
RFEW], Y Q FEFF A E S IERN, 7R R LR 5%
EF, BN JriE#RAENS 58 e A A B IE IR PR 4%
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Fo M Q MR R RITE P E KPR
(20% VA )BT, 7E4FhE M2 REE LT, KR
PEZ A RISTR, BN J7 i AR RE A% 4 4 1Y W] 48
EE TR R QAR I, MG QMM R 1Y
I, A RS E MER SRR T T R, JUC R E
AR, Q HEFEFE M2 M R BE IE HEMf R AR
MR BRILZAh, HEARXTBIEZH R Q
JE IR ()48 IE ME O R A B B A R, FEREAS 5Ol
2000 B A FhAE LT B4 IE A 200 g 5 T REAS i
1000 25 SR I 56 K E X8 1V B SR 11 52
WAEE A, X EERHT, JWEKES NS,
REAEAT B 70 43 080 E UESR AR TH 00 R i ORI
HizZ B BB Z W, X QA MEFE
PEZ GG IE 25 FARIR B hr, U HE Q AL TR R
BN H A s i, 5 — O, R IE JE 2
PRI B R R R A — E B B
IEHER RSB, 286 DL EAr g R, AR5
WL, AEXT IR MR MO R Q H BTG & IE B
PR E B, IR AT AR A PR IEREAS Y TR,
FEPRUEST H T A1 0T RS R 56K B Ak,
FIRAWI TS T Q FHFFHE IR AH o %A
BRI, EEWEEEOT, ELbRN G,
IR Q JHEFEFEIRFRILF 30% ~ 40%, — Bl
BbRE Q HFE, MAEALIIIZ I, TR R A R Y
Q JEMFIE N T AR H i 5L ALRE .

E—2 0, AT IR R A S BN P
TP R, AWFIORZ SR T SRS, 45
W] BN HILREHE & FWI IR A 0 B MR R R
MQHMMEBERIEAMENSHFL, 6 EHK
() e N, ABIE 25 B AL 5 SRS 1405
BARSEL . (EHASHE S, 5HAMTA Q MEMEEIE
ikl RIEAEBIBEIE T BN ik BB LR IEXT
JRPEZ O RN Q JE MR E IEMERR I, (HRAE 28R
p Y, ATHSRAN TR 58 A MK HE BS0HE B 3 9 BB o A
Jo B JE RO R Q i RE, X LefE IE S L AR FE I
AR Q 2B MEAUE MR PO RIEIEAE B, HE%T
T2 G iy B H Bl M AR T B N A
FI WG A fie e S 1

T B RIEE R, TEARDFE P BN Uik
PEAT IR A B0 E =2 i 75 0 Bl Y Ja 1 4 A A
W RIA T, FEASCRIRTRIBIE 3R 40 R AN AL e A
FZW RIS, (ES2ERD, 105 EAR R SE R A
P B IR PR IS W, W SRS 2 R A A ke
A AT DL DLt 307 D) S B A 11 (Wang & Lu,

2021). JfH i T2 5% 00 52 AR 1% G A R
BERLAG T S P AR, BT LA S (4L
SR AT B FEAR 2R 1000, 2000, 1 7E Wang Al
Lu (2021)B9HKAfh vt 2 v Bl FH 09 fe /MR AS £
W2 1000, TEEGHHYRA Q HFFALTHEUE IE R AH
KsEr, wE THARER/NMESET, fl N &
500 BPSEVERRM, T8I /INEAR AT K5 7 A1
PERE, REME S AF IS A SEBR R 5. (BN H
HIAS BIF 5% 14 355 325 0 A T AR A% e I\ 32 A AL A 11
PR P AR, O EL TR IR BRI, Ao
FER—THI IR R R PEIF 5, T % 88 A28 e
AR, Bk A B A BUEE RO B T LA GDINA B,
BRI BN T SE 2, I DA R B8 1Y
SRR TR FEAS i ) T5 SR ALK o ARWFFE N 4k 2%
FLi% )5 L AE AT BAR AL (1 DINA . DINO . ACDM 4%)
HH YRR, S ILTREE, AT L% R s S ] B R A A
A BB /NN N = 500) 555 1P RE

AN B R F A 7 AT A B0k, (H
SEAR PG AT A TG, 3k AR BOAS 2 i 2 BT
AU BN 5 1E E A 248 Ak R RICR 1 B 38 25 358 D,
FEA 3 UGBS BV AT Ik 2% 8 M2 SOM Q FE I S
SEMMBIESS R, WieSSERFoE h, o] LI 3 B A
0P ELAR B IR AR, AN SR — R B Uk R AT
PRt B E B EF R, IBa ] LU —k
BIEREER, SRIG S5 G & N2 5 HI W i J5 008 8
PEZZM Q HHME ., FAR BN J7 ik Se Bl a2 x g 2
RN Q HE B B A B UE, H 2 A M TR RORAT
SRABNE S B — & B BE I ORIIE, AR 4 AR 58 9 245
MG Sk 25, FEARHE N 2000 248 3 WX Q HHBF
F & PR 2 P AT — B G B UE Y Bk 38 A7 s ] Dy
123 s, M4l ZREESE(2022)%) Q 4E MEM& 1L J5 B IS
GRS, TEMES I B A 20, BEAR R 300 A, 3
Je BB R IEIMEIEIZ TR R 147 s, A% &
JCABRE R S5 AR AN 22 5, W] LU B BAR AR HIESY
TE QMR E IESEAE FERABIE TIREZH LR, H
SETERLIZATH ] S RIZER BB IE Q FEFEM
FIEAT SR PRFFAE— A TR S5 I ) [8) A2 2% B /K F- I

Ja, BRARCEAMROaRE %, 201)8H
fifi R D1 Sl R 5 A 2 2 K2 S A T R SR 3 A
PEZRRRIRR, R A, AR E A 2
R Sz 1oy A =X RT B6: 300 K 3k L A 25 A T
H A 0y s Pk i AT sl s 5, 19 30 A o
JE TR, W EAE RS ) R g . XS
ot 2 7EAR IS Q AE P4 AR 220 B i Ay -k i i) S
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L

B, (R AGTT70k Lh R g, 18 3] 5 e
A —E AR M HX R Al 0y gl s v 4R
B2, B2 £ 20 i E M2 PO R St
E R QHERE, T AR IAXT B Al e AR A
MR & F e e B2 R R, RECH D
SEAFFCER TR LR K50 0] & 14 2 Gt AT ik 1
)7 (Templin & Bradshaw, 2014a), {H 2% 7k HE
Z MR NT B PR 2 GG TR ARG 5, e A LA
()75 A 50 g — PR BB PR E R & B, TRl
X} J V2 R BB TE MER R A TR A A5 AT LA
X T P 2 9 A TS TA R R = 1) YOG R AT
B 9K Sh R 3648 1, 1T L F 48 1 2 R s 2R A T 1Y,
Wit LT — K BN IS R 56, fiE
S A 3 T A B 25 10 1 & BRPERG B0 25 5 o AR
A RLE BT Q M E B A IEFI AL, AR
WS BN J7EF1 LR A% (Templin & Bradshaw,
2014a)Xt J@ 1 2 MO R B TERLE

BT, &AWV N RE X 8 M E PO R A
Q JEFEHATHC G IR T ik . AW E R AN A
(B oA SRR NN SR & el P e fih g R 2
JZ A Q 44 (Wang & Lu, 2021; Ma et al., 2022),
XA GCARA B R A S A e B L, R
VL St T & UL, T ARSI 5 R R
B EMEDNEG~4 1) MITENFNS W PEAL 52k
S 5 Bl I G T & 3 N IR 2 RO R
DL Q FE R S BRAEAE 2 A Se 5 R, i AT X 512 2R
ok, W E— A e A A 6 A I B A B9 JE
EHORREM QM Tk, X T &4 i s
JEG NSRRI INGS Q R MR A T A DK 2 Y 46
UEFFHR 8 SEUE AR S B s S BB A5 2 . BT LA,
AT BA X BN J7 i IR ik 0y v M1 T
FELR g, Rk H RIS A WFIE REAS [ B ) & 14 )2
WK ZH Q J AT G B o (HUE AN I —
B, FEESUE ML ST, XF BN ik
1E Q JE MM MERRTESES T LU PRA,, 25K, 788
PRSP BL T, SEAH 1Y Stepwise 7k (Ma & de
la Torre, 2020)AH L, BN FiE7E Q HH 451K =
s B B (el T R A 3k 35 3 ) 0 5 4 2R T LA
B R AEH 52 )

Z % X #
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Abstract

Cognitive diagnostic models (CDMs) are developed to diagnostically evaluate subjects’ cognitive strengths

and weaknesses based on the Q-matrix mapping of the items and attributes. The traditional calibration of

cognitive attributes in the Q-matrix mainly relies on the subjective judgment of experts. Due to the subjective
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process of Q-matrix construction, there inevitably are more or less misspecifications in the Q-matrix, which, if
left unchecked, may result in a serious negative impact on cognitive diagnostic assessment. From another
important perspective, in the empirical applications of CDMs, cognitive attributes generally do not operate
independently but rather belong to an interrelated network, and a certain psychological order, logical order, or
hierarchical relationship may be present among the cognitive attributes. The correctness of both the Q-matrix
and the attribute hierarchy significantly impacts the parameter estimation ability of a CDM and the accuracy of
the examinee’s classification result. Recently, considerable studies have developed approaches for validating
Q-matrices or testing attribute hierarchies respectively. However, there is no method that can validate both the
Q-matrix and the attribute hierarchy simultaneously. From the empirical application perspective, an approach
that can simultaneously validate both a prespecified Q-matrix and an attribute hierarchy is more desirable.

An approach based on Bayesian networks (BN) for validating both Q-matrices and attribute hierarchies
simultaneously is proposed in this research. To explore the performance of the BN method, this article conducted
two simulation studies and one empirical data analysis to theoretically and practically evaluate the accuracy of
the Q-matrix validation and attribute hierarchy correction processes. The correctness of each element in the Q
matrix and the attributes hierarchy can be checked by testing the strength of edge existence in the network
structure.

When validating the attribute hierarchy relationships and the Q-matrix jointly in the first simulation, we
explore the effects of Q-matrix error rate, item quality, test length, sample size, and the attribute hierarchy type
on the correction accuracy of both the Q-matrix and the attribute hierarchy. The results show that the BN method
can effectively correct the Q-matrix and the attribute hierarchy simultaneously when the error rate of the
Q-matrix is at a medium or low level, especially when the item quality is high or the sample size is sufficient or
the test length is long, the accuracy of the correction is generally high. As the Q-matrix error rate increases and
the quality of the items decreases, the correction accuracy gradually decreases. The BN method can correct the
attribute hierarchies exactly right when the Q matrix is correct. The results in the second simulation show that
when the attribute number in the Q-matrix increases, the BN method is still performing well. Different types of
attribute hierarchy errors have a small impact on the correction accuracy across different conditions. The
effectiveness of the BN method in the empirical dataset was demonstrated by the better model data fit index of
BIC.

In conclusion, the initial specified Q-matrix and attribute hierarchy can be simultaneously validated via the
BN method. Then the corrected Q-matrix and the refined attribute hierarchy obtained from the data-driven BN
method can again be combined with the theoretical judgments of experts to obtain a more optimized model,
finally achieving more accurate diagnostic outcomes in CDA practice.

Keywords cognitive diagnosis, attribute hierarchy relationships, Q-matrix, Bayesian network



