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oy 7 TE AR ) DA R 2 R D AT RIS T ) S B 2 —, A SRS W) 56 A B 56 8 o Aty i AR 20X
AN TATIVRERY, 500 560 14 200 38 sl A7 A () L g i M PR AT AR — A R e DRI AL TE A Bl L,
T — A A AL R A NS Wl 56 AR % 22 AR B EACSRAR AL, X T 1A 5 — A R UR S 1 45
P2 B HIE WS R EAT 1 230, X Cui 55 A8 PEJZ SO G PERS PRHCD S B Hodt i, LA S 4l A K

R R 8 HAA R R B —Et
INHZ W AR, A2 Wi 46
B841

HEINFNS W o6 K B BRI Wi
%l (cognitive diagnostic model, CDM) FlTA 1 5 %l
(cognitive model, CM). TANANSIIE RS2 5] & B 3G,
EOEBORTEI Y S A R AR, R U Y
S WA S (ORP) % Ak Ry 9 i A RS (K S) 1 £ 2 A
A RE BRI FLIN %5 (8] 455 (RSM; Tatsuoka,
1995, 2009) . J&PE)Z M (AHM; Leighton, Gierl,
& Hunka, 2004). ffi & 4 A, Mg <57 THIA
(DINA; Junker & Sijtsma, 2001)%55%, #BJ& CDM,
XF CDM HY#F 55 €04% %t CDM HYJT % . CDM (R 1 i
MIER T L & CDM [ A 4%, 1 CDM AT i
ANFIRUESEAT 4028, W NI H 5 7 SOk F,
AR 0-1 P4y 20T . HRBELIF 1
CDM; MIAFIBLRY (g 4t 2ok &, A7 R4 F 2 4EA
AL A EEPEXHA BT S5 i E R E, A fMz
PR BB RMEVERIAERMEEPERIAL, DA SR 1Y 2
HRFE, AR ZHRIEEA, N 0 M8 &1k
K, AR QRFER ALK Q MR e A iRl 4545
(Fu & Li, 2007; 7E3C X, 2009; B, 2011), JE4M
) SUR AR M) @ A REAME I A R @ 1, E

W R H 1 2011-10-10

AMEAR I f0 FEEFAR A (conjunctive models) FIAE 4%
i (disjunctive models). 3z &R H U
Ak, ATV R R IER RS, R E 8 (R
HA BB R W IR SRR, A
S A AR AMEAR Y

TAHISE AL PR SRy AR BN F0A T A O, s n
ZREF . ARSAVHEEE W I iRl 25
E— PSR Y8 18 (domain), ZLHE I & A I H
5L A N [R] A e B Rl S, R BR G OE YOk B
(granularity) ZI 4 55, BIVAH A3 A9RLBE Chr B 19 B
LA o6 2 75 52 a5 1 A0 3 A R B ) %o i) A 2R )
i fb A, DAJ7 A B AN TR pl X R B, L3S At AT
TE XA I PR B AL RO 2 (Gierl, Leighton,
& Hunka, 2007). HCAMZWI/INEA - BGE EE R TG O,
SN AT 00 8508 553K 2 K AR EE X () R4 7 4
R, TSR XA BT o, TS /N EE (L an
AHIF BRI INBGE A | SRS B VAR B
KO 5y Foinshia . 45, S5 T
FEROFET, TR, EICL, A, 2010).

TA RIS AU P AR 758 000 46 s 7 4 A 7 il Bk A HE 2R,

* R A ABLASES (30860084, 31160203,31100756) , [EZHE R34 (12BYY055) . EZRHFRIAALRIIH (CCA110109), #FEHAS
#1785 H(09JICXLX012, 10YIJCXLX049, 11YJC190002), YTVGE#H ITRHE I H (GII11385, GII10238). 4 EZ HH iR R
(2009JK S2009) 1 /5 52445 {H -2} i L IR 3E4:(20113604110001) BE )
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XASHEZR IR AT LU R4S S 300 H T A, 100 56 WL 5¢ 45
SRR ER L T SRR SRR AN HE BT R
K, A RN D BRI S B IE R R R (Gierl et al,
2007).

TA IR Y S DA K12 W v i BE Al 400, 2 e DG S Y
HRAF o AR BAT NI, IR A — > KT
e —ak R, HRETE GRS S 1Y A B L IRR,
AN AT REXT 38 T A5 )= T AR THa . [RIRE, Al
R, ARSI 56 i BT st ke = S, i iRA
AJE TGV R A R sl 3 ) R S5 A (X LB RN TR 454
S T Ml P v g — SR TE B o 2 T AR U 45 [
IR X FAF (40 95 5 A A 2 Wi oA, R
“BF (retrofitting) J7 %, 3 A7 TEXAE BOISAE i Bk
BE, S0 DRy A %) D0 6 MR AR AN SR AR A A A A
WA MR, BT IA 2 Wil 56 g il 1Y S 2R A0
BRI A, A TR, dnfa
it 1l — A 8 0% 56 HE B b 52 R A DA AR 28 g
5 s B IA) R, (A A LAY .

AR F2A L 500Ne . Gk . 1
R A s o NI A R — T AR EL
TAE, Brlh HATRE 20 H 2 20E A H2 i A A
BORIAFR > (Gierl et al., 2007). AR 1 2 th
ASE—B R, AR SCH ] 5 st T RN
BRI TR A o XS gip iRt | — S sn a1y
N, Gl PEAN 25 B DL 95 & — AR 2 L
TAE,

AR SCXEHUE 12 Wil 5 5 D RS A — M 1 1
fl AT VS o B 5K A AR B i Pk B L2 )
(attributes and their hierarchy, A&H)XJ i, ¥
A&H MECEAAT SRR, Bl E Q MHFFIS
B AR, HkiHE A&H FIULEE )W #5520 (ORP)
SR W B (ERP) YOG R, b5 | A HT2 Wi
I 55 A9 FR IS F RELRLBE (theoretical construct validity)
PREE, I B PG50 A . Ul RS A AR R
SR Z RS0, B2 s 5 RIS Je k) A AR
TR P 00 95 %) 5 O R S T AR, PR B A I
N ET AR AN 2 W o B i < BT =X, HR
A 5 B 5 2 5 BEAUR (R ) A A B A 1) 5.
RATH] QREFE, FBUA IR G AR R (HCL Cui
& Leighton, 2009)# 17— S&IE, RAEIER HCI
(MHCI), 7721 HCI (MHCI)Z% £S5 i o i X 5
N RV G AR, e — 19 2 B ah 510,

1 R 5 = 2 X iy
WEHE M, T T attribute) J2 45 1F 5k ¢ 51 H

FIT 75 B FE A TN TN T (cognitive processes) ol F7 i
(skill). JEM)JZZ (hierarchy) e J& M 2 8] (Y12 5 Al (EK)
DHRFIESE R, ANBE 500 H fif e B R 0 )@ T
% Z M H IR Y8 (Gierl, Leighton, & Hunka, 2000), #7
ANERIEME A EAGRESEEEB, WA b Bk
IR (prerequisite) /M. LLan, ANEE R SEINEA)
FSR A B A% BU(B), A RE IR 2 48 5 7 B
ME(C), T A F1 B #RZ C e mtt, mi A il
B Z I FER KR AR 4, 52 A, e m i, IF
HAGEESIN—1 8D, i3 4, /& D ek @bk
M D XJ& 4, g, WIFR 4, & A4, B HIZ
(immediate)Se U IE M, B%E FHIRIT C R MTE T R UL,
Ar I A S BB, R =, KA, 2008).

BB GONRR T B4 e i, 8k L2
] DAAS BN AR (Gierl et al., 2007; Leighton et
al., 2004; Tatsuoka, 1995, 2009). Leighton 5% A (2004)
S5 R REA R E G . A B | R
TCEEA(EL 1), I HIA A HALE 229 R AT LU
X DA AR R R A A G . B 1 Al
Leighton 25 A (2004) 1) JC 4544 82— Rl ik 1) & 1%
AL AT X R4y 2K WAS A — SR EL; T Tatsuoka
(1995, 2009)%; th—Fh s AU L5 R (K 1), BIFTA R
P Z A TCHE R FR o XAl S B G548, 78 52 BR v
R AETER, AN GRE #EWHETEZ
(] 1) & RAF A M, B 25K (1] 2= WL Leighton et al.,
2004) ., 75 FEHMIFFE 285 X R 57 AU 254G, i
T Leighton 55 N5 J& Pk Z M A Se e &, A
g1 I B JE Mk Z 8] TG 8 T OGRS A 2 A
Leighton 55 AT 45 tH O 25 0 A0 2 e ad 1, At s A 02
AR P O i 4, 2008), b T HFSE VG B i
WANICAY, FoATT 5k Al S AR Jo g e 8

S K A EbE R HZE 9%, M8 KB (graph
theory), fER] AZAH—RFIITTEN 0 5 1 AOFERE,
LA K B 4844 % (adjacency matrix) 4 = (a;) , a;=1
TR i 42 j M EIEEYRYE, B 070, XY i=j B ;=
a; =0; HABEFERE A4 K Br s 5756 0 1 B9 A A+1
ARG AR R = () 5 R BO% i 755 °F 1 900
RRRE M | R LA TR0 N N 1 JE Y S s
PE; R 55 j AN EAEZR TR KR X LLAE R IR X N 1Y
JETEREE j A BT — B8 AR b B R 5 j AR
INHELLER j AR SRS (I, TRIR,
2011).

i Al k44 R 383 Tatsuoka (1995, 2009)H 7
EA LS AL Q FE Q,, BUE B K5 (Ding,
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Luo, Cai, Lin, & Wang, 2008; iUt Zpridd, T
W, Mg, TROK, 2008; THE, XX, 4
WURE, 2009; TR, BLETF, MiEE, 54, 2009)
T 0.0 AT 0, HE I Q,, 0, IS RN
J A ¥ AE (potential )5 H 2SR5, B @, 4 514K
K—HKUH, XEUHTE BRI T Q,% )
FIrpAEEITER; 16 0, i E—1-4 0 51, il Q,,
TR AR AR L. BAAH R AT
0,, 1 @, TTLARH Q9 MM O, RITI15 Q,. 1M
M Q, #4740 % ¢ R Y L 4 (Tatsuoka, 1995,

:
o}o
(O

WSl

sl

2009), 575 47 7 Bk 0 300 T (AR L) T LAAS B
ALIRAERE Ro T FH <4 Dl 8 3 msp, At ] <A /K
iz 5. FrE WA 0-1 3 [l i 1A R is 55, R
PR [ 2t 14 6 I 4 et R BOR: KOG, IR XLy S HL
fE% 0.1 K, W x5y WARI/KIFIEH xVy=max
(o, ¥)o 4G 8 1) 2 SRR Q@ HiRgE Hh—A31 ] L
FIRBAIEA Q HFEH HANPGBE A~ LL BB
MR, LK —FEXA Q@ FERErhIEA T /Y51,
ATLAMIER, AWiEs @ thedeA i mys), —EEIpr
A AT IS EINER J 1k . AR TR R SR

A

p T b

OIOI0I01010

gLV

K1

IVHIEER <—> A&H

& 2

E 2 R @ F g s E, BPIgS: Q B
5 0,—F, T FRNEME, FIFRRmAEZK, [F—
Kt 5 rh e & B EAR R, B @, XA E Y
EFITLRFR. 0 & 0, BT HiFF (sub-matrix), HJ

6 /N JE M XTI 1) 5 Fh A S PES5

<> A<—> R<—> 9, <> o,

I

Qn’

AR BRI LS R =22 ] F) 5% 28

O, PRI Qpo HIRIIBRAE ] B 5 i 151
A B RT DL A (R A AT R e A B, TN R
ML), AT B E @, H AR BB R
—3. TR 2, BR T Q, % Q, 2 [h] I Hh ) i Sk
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INZ AN, A R §7 kAR, RoR E Sk MY
X4 LAY, BB AT DAHE 0 DA RS
OA&H, X ERATHEAREGE; T A&H A,
D RS R AT AT Hofht v] DUHE; HUE kAR
P R FABHEAE M A WM B HES:, ZEmEman T Ui BH o
ALEHERE RS2 T 5& 2% N 1 — > 56 R RE . 1 ik
FEFE RGBT VE VR0 LU AR A (T
R, Z7¥, 2005),

H Q, TS Q,, T @ A—EW LI 0,
WA AT LUEHE, B O, nT LR @, M
AL DA DR, SRR A I 56 3 R AR A N2 W
BRAF T EE L SRMTEH AT, B Q7T LI
T 0,7

H:S2 Tatsuoka (1995, 2009)54 8-t AH ff e i A4~
(), Wb I 225 753 Q Mi(sufficient @ matrix)
FIAE 2

W QN K AT m 3 Q FEFE, &5 #]5rml
(@425, ) FH q; :(qu’qu"”’qu)' SIS
q;—q; =0, U g, —q, EDIREANTE, WE
REWH j TR EEEEESE 2, ]
DIFRIH i 0 H j AT H, j & i i H, R
WH i EWH o A5, ¥ Q&iTRIS, 015 i
T8N s, 8, =(qi>Girs qim) » 1=12-K o G0
s, —s; =0, WAKRME i Zwtk j et m k. Xph
O, TR WIAT AU LA S48 8 M 2 1R] Je g G R 1y 7
B, WATFRHA O, WAL & O R Al T A& XT LA
Tk, REGRVER, WA QATHYZX HLE Tk .
S2FR |- Tatsuoka (1995, 2009)4 48 it ix fh Q, 1738
WO, i REGa s EE, RITxE
2 ) kS O M AR R ), X PR
EEE IR EN .

EX 1385 Q FF, Tatsuoka, 1995, 2009)% % Q,
TR @, FI1FoRIH, mAES A 0.4TH
B LU, ATRLS TR AE R R, FR Q,
XoF JUT IR 2 45 1) TA AR Y B 3R A 2 FE AT Y

(sufficient)
Bl 1 B K=m=3, =@M ghtsy, nf
1 10
IKHEFE R A =B RALfE L2 Q, =1 0 1|, Wi
01 1

O, IATHEAL & 56 R WU BERN Lk AT a0t Heg, I ig)s
PEZ IR A BRI R, TIEM O, nTLLS il ik f
N =B I, B Q275 O B

iE 4 Tatsuoka (1995, 2009)r iy, Hhffi Q, &

AR, BB IR —E &A1 1 (appropriate)Q [,
KR FE4y @ P4 T e {22 8% I AR X G 43
25, WORRBARUEXT Pr A WS S = IE A 43 2. =
S E, T Q MEASREARIEAS [ HIFUIR 25 5 1 AN []
(3B I N A (ERP) . 3% BT 1Y ERP S48 45
AT, #olaE = R T HEAIE A R R,
DX I B R 2R 1), 75 WA At 158 52 vy (O
T, XA B SRR SR ki H A AR R,
XTI 3 H A 3R SN B Sy BRARL S 0 55 2 (ERP) .
XFF R 25 (R A AL, B4~ ERP X — >l R o
(Tatsuoka, 1995, 2009), i FHIULAA B 7E5r Q 4
AT RE 26 JLASAS [R] B 0 R 25 % R[] — > 4l 31
JUpes

5 2 XFFHPLUIRAE A0 00), (100), (010),
(0 0 DA PUZEiak, 76 1 s Q, T, ERP #BJE(0
00), M 10), (011), (101), (111), XAy
ERP 435121 00), (001), (010), (111), T4
B 1 Q.2 F, M 8 AR FPUIR AL AR 45
5 AWM ERP, g HpEA i 5 aipi i, mf
VLT3 Q BEA— 2 REHR o FL ) 25 ] A5 78 (RS M) Y 43
KUER R, H 2T Q Mk il Gl — LA
REHE T AR IA 26

EX 2 G oW, WFRNRE QM) (T
R, B, XX, 2010; TR, XX, &
WURE, 2011)2 AR R S50 W5 O, 1T I,
W] Q, WXk T B0 F) A8 A DA JHIASE Y f1) 3838 2 72
B .

FESC 2 TR R SRR, WRERE M,
T BB R MO, WK M, M BT
Mro XAE LS Q T /s 0 Fr, W
AR AT LUt @, B Sead ki 4~ Q, MLl
DL A X — ST DAl ] 2 B i, ATk
FA RN AR AR 2 O AT AR B4 1, T @, B R
FoT L Q B, R WE QW —H4), X 44K mT LA
SN kel LS IS AE Q [ Q. S I
FATA G0N A B

EIE 1 BRI e 0 E M A 55
RAE R RAERME, . 75 0-1 PFr BT, O,
EFATLE Q MY HACY APUREE S S ER
Loy A4 A AT DA A N7 — — X SR R O R R)
(TH R, 2010, 2011).

MEH 1 AL, Q2% Q B, WA~ KS 4
Mt B RA — IR CHHRRES)

AR, FEBEL Q FEF4FN Tatsuoka (1995, 2009)FF
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E X FESr Q HHEAF M F b, T Q
—ERILIr Q M, RZWAK, W 1+ Q2
o Q FEFE, (AR FEE Q FHFE .

B3 B 1 500 T, ¥ Q= 6, W Q, 7% Q
B, XA HE S AE— MRS o, 7RI
Ko, F, HIEE WA AIA T a o i BUHHUIRZS
FAETH 2 AR, MR NES PR 8
IR, PN EEZ e ——X N

2  A&H 5 ORP, ERP Z[a| [ X2

B E e M2 A&H, WITATHE Q,.0,,
RSN R Q, PSS hnigs: Lhs, (5072
13 B L S WA (ORP), X TAR#M:, 4 4245
AT AT H 401 S A (BRP) (T7#4 K45, 2009b),
T H A2 Wi il i ORP, ERP # 7 KS X}
N, MR E2 K H . X RSM Al AHM 19 73028 5
PEHEAT oA, MEn] LIVE A B X — s X T
DINA S#E8Y, I H S PRECH WS R . HRAR 2
NEATEIPUIR S AU R L RSM AT AHM AN Y 56 55
R 42 2%, i ad oy = F WK R TIZ W

FATHIE 3. Bl 4 kER A&H, ORP, ERP 5
KS Z M HKFR .

A&H0, — >

Joslip
E4b i ERP

K3 A&H 5APURS Z IR A AR

O WFE S a4 QI
AGHGD @ ———————————"— pp

K4 seorahs @ FEPE

21 BIEWIEYE

WLexrxm i A&H BIEZHIE Y A&H, 41
Rk Q PATHIEXT LA, AT LUZHE Y @, XTI 1Y
A&H (iE° N A&H (Q), Mg ) A&H 5 A&H (Q))
MW GRER IR Qe fREE, W QA2 K
FPEAAC R B B A&H? FRATE4 H BLISHIAERL
J& (theoretic construct validity, TCV)HE& .

EX 3 (LA LRSI A&H X}
B Ny ARIPUIRES {ay, a0,y } 5 TTNEREE D Q, 1T
LS Ny AR PR B8y By, s X
{ﬂl,ﬂzs“‘sﬂzvz}ﬂ{apaz"“’am} mEAR N AR,

UL/ I PSR VAN < 3 R S (N - G- 4

Ny+1 . oy

;V :ﬁ‘{ﬂl,ﬂz,m,ﬂNz}K@/:‘l’\é»‘WE
Tcv={ !

]

1
5 4 nfgi 3 v, w2 X3 N =8(Al N7 54 O, 11
%), N=8, X[ E L Qi i ik Bk T Y
FEREFVEOM L 10m B4 0 Z)RE], &eEl 3 4 9,1
TCV=8/8=1. Tiiffl 1 H 3 sz JE e, A&H il T H
8 MHIPLIRE, 2

1 0 1)1

r<Jj AR
Q=11 0|—»
01 1
fin k-4 0 1 PO
» 1101 0|, ¢E
[ 11 OJ
A 550, Hepl 1 Qi TCV=5/8.

#1 5 (51 A Sinharay & Almond, 2007)Tatsuoka,
Linn, Tatsuoka il Yamamoto (1988)f¥ 7 43V 122 IA
HZWr R, BIe B S NEtE, 4, AR EOE
B, Ay: PSSP BT, As: AR Erh o 85
B, A4 DAl - BORBER AR 1, As: ABBECh 4
LRINEN B TEZ R AN 52,005 Q, il
TRAL MM ZHEEE 5b. Kl 5b 2R T ik
Ty MR o, Frrh AR RS AR 1
FILAR, 53RIEHN Q, HHIKIR Q4T HYIZ XS H AR Hh
B JRAEZ ] 1 Je TR 56 2 5 B BT A 5.

El Sa S FRIE LAY ZHREEH, nTLUSH 24 R
PUIRZS, til s 5 K o, iy [&l 5b, A0 HAEZA 9
FOMPLRZS, Bl Q, 45 Ay TCV=9/24=0.375, X
A TCV JEAL NIl X SR, TREA & 1
A [6] B R POIR ZS T X6 7 ] — > AR Sz A=, 4 2R
] Tatsuoka (1995, 2009)“HIHUIRZS S 2 A
Wk, RIRELE KS S K B EA 2 MPUIRES
XRMPURELES S Bl @ EREMIE. HiE
0, #ia BeS, afpAHFIE ERP, WIFK aFlip 55
fir, a=p o TLGIEMIGE MRS ERFR = EAK,
XPFR, G, MIME S ESEMCRATUS I JE
¥ 45, 2008)

T2 PR RS A ) — A L, BT RE
HoE L3z,

EX 4 (Mgt EHE). fEE XL 3 H,
BB By, Y oqs 0, oy 3 TS Ny AI8FIE
N {Vlayza"'aVN3}§ {0‘170‘2»”'»0‘1\7]} , ] LA
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% 4R 44 4

Ay HBLBER p,, MR RAUE S Y p, |

SR AL R j, e {12, N} Hoaj, FHA
4% B, & 0, H9%= Ny, p,=1/N,, WE
35 4 HMH.

@

K sa LREMZHLEHR

Kl sb @ FHMEHKR

22 FAZMTMIRSR RS ZFM LR
JR B #R
HEE 1 A0, EAESR e B M AU, A
WIS Q F(Qy), (EARANIR] B AIFUIR 25X LA
Ie g 300 B S A, R — AN R RUIR 25 A4 A
RS — AR . SR A2 B2 HR

11111111000
01010101101
0)=001 11111011
00001111000
00000011000
11111111
01010101
oY=001 11111
00001 1 11
00000011

#OW . OV WA I — A2 EE) (FR
0 I I A AR B PUIR ), U AT
il @ Mol Fol, it @ iy 24 3, i
0P LA 9 5. X RWIHME: O FE(QMZHE iy
0P “FEAT Qi 1SHIiIE 0 5 0 MATIL,

RS B — AN R BLSR 2 FoATT 4 PRI Ol 1E
Titie.
221 BHELEMELAMER HLRHHE—
IS REZREM LS, e X 3 308 X 4,
AT LATHARD 300 56 5 1 (D 56 @ B @) BRI H AL
RUOEE . WA R O, IS AR /N T 1,
teanf 5 o Q, S AR AT 0.375, FRATA
WBTEE I E KT, M— L myLRETE O,
Z RS — PRGNS, BVE AT N 13
A )7 AR AH A5

FATAB] 5 AFTHEX A M, /i Sinharay Fl
Almond (2007)f) 3 1 ¥4 & A A1 & PE a5 B Wk
— KA LA AT FroR & 6 2RI H Y 0 (00
Kl 5a FIE 5b 45 WA E AR M 510 Ry Al R,.
Hrp

1 0000 1 1111
01 000 01 000
R=|0 0110, R={00 1 1 1
00010 00011
00 0 01 00001
(11 1 1 1 1
0100 01
0,=/0 01 1 11
000111
0000T10

KA Ry A Ry BT SR, T LS 5
QW QY MOy K T T e, o)) 5 0f
I8 O Fi e A2

000101010100
010011001T1O0°1
110000111111}
1 10000000O0O0T1°1
0600111111 1T1T1]1

MIRAT LI F P ER M 15 5, FATICXERM
15500 Qg o iE

Qlost = (Bl |Bz) H EI] Qlost u Bl N Bz ﬂ‘j;ﬁé%jﬁ %,

FHorp

B, =

o oo ~ o
o o~ o o
S - - o o
- o o o o
S © —~ — o
S~ = ~ o
- o o = ©
- o —~ o o
- o = = o
- - = o o
- - = = o
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—_—O = OO
—_— O = =
S o o =

1
] 48 Q) e BE— SRR S 3 17 [7] — 4~ 1)
RO, RIS R [R] — N RIUR A SR 287 RERS
FMHETTEAE I Q, ABREENS? 55—~ [l i [u] 2
AT LA TR R A5 N (2009b) 41 28 1 SR 1 28 5 6 1
Jrik, WA 0 Q0 AT LITHE ok, Hoh By 11
AN N i) g0k I ) S B B AR A (], A
#RIE 0; 10 By R RITPUIRZSTE @, F 7 A A ) B S b A5
XABAM@OT 1000 . (10100,
(1110 0)BIXK(@1 00 0 0)F ERP X
HASE, R LeRIUR S SN 2R S 2 DIRRES
55 A TR BR AR IR R OC R E], 5 AT SRR
B, B X TSR R B R AT FE X 2 A, ik aT LA
SRR, X O PSR, 145)

00 0 01
1 00 00
M=/0 11 00
0 01 00O
00 0 11

XKW QW BRFERZER T Q) TATLHY 5 51

MR T QARG ITE, M PRI 4 14 Q,
AGHH, M PR 5 S H R, AT Q, B E]
YIS 1A R, IS 5 IR R IFAE R AY . X
B/ 4 BN IESE B Sa XFR I AL IR AR B Ry ThY 2-5
), X 20 U 0 0 5] @ JHE B % T SR R R Y
A B0 A ] DA A5 30 22 s g AR R RS — —
XPRECT B RAE, 2010; T H R4, 2011),
222 BREBEUBRRARMBVER LI LEXHEE
R JE M 2R BB ED TR T M, SR
M AR A 24 3 0 B A7 78 B T A & i W ifi
FER IR HATINENZ W, 53 BAR R 2 3
TE R I, H 552 B 56 rh 3t B s A e AN —
FE IEAA OB I B AR — A3 X ] K254
T 30 %) P70 K REUB0RE O 43 B 3200 555 1 A R TRIR
AEMA

254 DeCarlo (2011)% %83 9] 74750 HT o
DeCarlo X} Tatsuoka (1990)1443 U 2 B4 55 43
Bro XAZWrmE A& 8 M@k, 20 Wi H, Hirp
FH s Xt H A MR, Ef2mE 253, 4

520, 658, 11517, 14 5 16, HA M &M
A FACER B 1 A, TSI S8 T LU —4> 815
F 0 560 8 P (@, ) R A

0, =

0000001 00O0O0O0O0T1 0 1]
0011011 T1T1T011°O0T11
0010O0O0OO0OO0OO0OO0OTO0OTO0O0O01

1 101000O0O0OO0OT1TO0O0OO0OO0
001000O0TT1O0O0O0O0GO0OT1 1|
1 0000O0O0OO0OO0OO0OT1UO0OO0OT1O®O
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Abstract

Attributes and their hierarchy may present a cognitive model. Building a cognitive model is one of key
steps for cognitive diagnosis as it is directly related to the validity and usefulness of test results.

It is very important to detect whether the test specification coincides with the cognitive model before
administering the test. In this paper, an explicit index is given to measure the extent to which the cognitive model
is represented by the test items of the diagnostic test. We call this index as the theoretical construct validity
(TCV). In terms of TCV, the test reported by Tatsuoka and her colleagues (1988) is reanalyzed, and the TCV of
the test is only 9/24. That is, 24 knowledge states are obtained from the theoretic cognitive model but the test
specification could distinguish only 9 knowledge states.

Cui and her colleagues established a person fit index named hierarchy consistency index (HCI) to detect the
fitness of an examinee’s observed response pattern (ORP) to an expected response pattern (ERP). HCI is not
defined well when an examinee mastered one attribute only and there is only one item measuring the same
attribute in the test, and the examinee responses correctly to the item. The original HCI could not compute for
the number of comparisons being zero, hence the denominator being zero. In addition, the HCI includes the
slipping only. Combining the slipping and guessing in the response to an item, we proposed a new index called
modified HCI (MHCI). MHCI could detect the consistency of the response data and the cognitive model that is
obtained by experts.
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