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(2)FATEIAE R MSCD J5 0}, M Q 4
B4 ep A0 T IAJERE R (Tatsuoka,2009), LSz i Bt
R RS PR AR S B A — — X R (TR R,
WU, TESCS, 2011 THRER, VESCX, iR,
2010).

()X TFAE M 48301 H - 4 324 X 1% 9 it 5k 4
A, O N B, FRATTR T
TR CR AR RO T oM, FRATTHE 15 S 40Ky
ISR S TC R A R B4

Z RGNS W5 5 (MSCD 5 i) HAR S8
PIAS B R . — 2 Wil soR TR T3k M, — 2
12 W 3% A R I T SR s i R A R T 1 2
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2r B [ N AN AR OSSOk, B RTFRAT R &
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Torre & Douglas, 2008), AL e 56 b & A7
RN TSR M /A U s (R A QA RE), AR A
g T K 5 AR, PRI 1.

AR (TR R4 2010, 2011)K M, W% Q 4
MRt DALk AE R R TR R ] A3 A Uk A8 5 3
WA X LB ——X )N . T de la Torre &
Douglas (2008) #5451 i) 20 >3 H Q i 4 A 75 AH iz
) REE, [RILAHFFEAE dela Torre & Douglas (2008)
B JERT b, 430038 0 A SREIE FN B S W BT X 0L 1)
R PR (7% 58, W3 1P B85 ), LA
SEIRAITECR S 5 BHAR S AR 3 A —— X Dz
3.2 ZEWigit

BEAL P FR S RO G5 1 57, — M B0 1 B 5
() AR B, Dy — 2RI I S R RUR IS i, o
ISR FH A% G0 1) B0 5K W TN 092 WA 7R 1S I & B 22
FEMEAN TS W 7 10 PRI 250 R 17 2 B S Le e, DA

BT AR B 22 SRS W 5 ik 1 T AT SR
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F 1 %4 delaTorre & Douglas (2008)18 #5189 Q 46 F%

Attribute
Item
Strategy A Strategy B
1 1 1 0 0 ©O o 1 0 1 1
2 1 0 1 0 O O 0 1 1 1
3 1 0 0 1 O 0O 1 1 0 1
4 1 0 0 o0 1 0o 1 1 1 o
5 0O 1 1 0 O 1 0 0 1 1
6 0O 1 0 1 o0 1 1 0 0 1
7 0O 1 0 0 1 1 1 0 1 O
8 0o 0 1 1 o0 1 0 1 0 1
9 0O 0 1 o0 1 1 0 1 1 O
10 o 0 o0 1 1 1 1 1 0 O
11 1 1 1 0 O O 0 0 1 1
12 1 1 0 1 o0 o 1 0 0 1
13 1 1 0 0 1 0 1 0 1 O
14 1 0 1 1 o0 0O 0 1 0 1
15 1 0 1 0 1 O 0 1 1 o
16 1 0 0 1 1 0O 1 1 0 o
17 o 1 1 1 o0 1 0 0 o0 1
18 o 1 1 0 1 1 0 0 1 ©O
19 0O 1 o0 1 1 1 1 0 0 O
20 o 0 1 1 1 1 0 1 0 O
21 1 0 0 0 O 0 1 1 0 O
22 0O 1 0 0 O 1 0 0 0 1
23 0O 0 1 0 O 1 0 0 1 O
24 0O 0O O 1 O 1 1 0 0 ©O
25 0O 0 0O o0 1 1 0 1 0 O
26 1 1 0 0 O 1 0 0 0 O
27 1 0 1 0 O 0O 1 0 0 O
28 1 0 0 1 O 0O 0 1 0 O
29 1 0 0 0 1 0O 0 O 1 O
30 0O 1 1 0 O 0O 0O O 0 1

. EFHT 20 8 Q #H[F5] H de la Torre & Douglas (2008)55
607 11

o — 2K B 5 (Data 1) : Ir A gl YR i 1
H A SRS

o 2RI B (Data 1) : — B2 B R 2
1 A SR, 55 —EB AR R 1P B R .

IMERSE (01 &, T Q MR XL
FE B A2 W T vk SR B UE T DINA BERL B0
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AL M 5G Q RE M . Ja M A Sk R SR
JE M AH B S, sk 1 Tk, kil 1000 A, it
A A3 HUR B A 2 4R A X ELE D S A
g6 T3 B A RN .

(1) B S 1 2 4 A LB AR 4

A. B RN T T A R RE Y JE T iR A
KA 2°=32 Fh, Kpax 32 FhE AR 4l 4
1000 # @ik, XFF ARy, HEHLTE IR 24 8L
CH T EABGER, UL AR 4B, YIREALHE
IR W) o X T2 — 2 B s s B4 (Data_I), 1000
AT B A RIS 32 FhERAL X T
o 2R LN EE (Data 1), 500 44 #R - 240 e A
FEmE Y 32 A EEEIL, U 500 44 9453 Bl B
Femgrh) 32 Fp R A ZE L PR is Wi R b, X
TN TSRS TR A 28 m R ) Bk s BN
W o .

(2Bl A2 B g A

R0 46 Q 4 Bl LB M Bl i MR A L, 7
BT ARG I 2 D R A LT, AR DL X 0 65
H L rEARES, Wapl s 7ol H S a
JEMEMEXTZIH, A E0E - H SR
PR FEREWE Mz H . #2485 K Leighton 5 A
(2004) (AL J7 %, fE BRAEAEZS JaE I, BIIMESS
J R RARMEF (B slip) 5314 2%, 5%, 10%I1 17 i
TR A VR RS R R o LA —A ) T8 B A
OB N A

AR T AR B ARms, RN B K
W& T #Y(10100), Bk Fe ik 1rh g E 2, WiH 2

16 B SEME T Z R  (00111), Ttk i AR
WH 2 e ek 6 fUErE 7, Hibpiik i i E 2
B ERARAEA A O" BV o AR L —BEPLEL v, G0
W r /NFEETREPLIC SRR (Slip), Mgk i 725 H
2 FUEARE R 1, AN 0" . HAAMKI IS
(3) B I 4 175 S5 1 92 3 30 1K o
3.4 iFMiERR
K & PR BRI % (Average Attribute Match
Ratio, AAMR) . = F % (Pattern Match Ration,
PM R) LA K& fifk i1 5% W 4] i %% (Strategy Match Ration,
SMR) =484 AP 6 5 -

N
Z i=1 Ni_correct

PMR =
N x K
N K
AAMR = Zi:lzkleik_correct
N x K

N
SMR = zi=1Ni_strategy_correct
N

Horpr, N R E, Ni correr Fn 1l T 1R
PRSI, HIXTA 1, N 0, K A8
PEAEL, Ni corree Zen IR 1 AR ME k 275 0%, H
XFoR 1, FlEE S O; Ni_strategy_correct PR 0 i
RIS HNE, xR 1, M 0.
35 WRER

2 2 2 BRI N 2 SR M HNIS W 5 I AR TR
LR 1 Ol Rt M 5 71 = 7 W 2
35.1 HEBEMNIEESE MO RAGERMER
WEINFIS Wi, 2R BT & M 2 R s N ie
Wik, W %) 1 0 B ) o S (AAMR) A ASE =X A
R (PMR) Y FL R HIAR, i I A—2 X F 2R
WEAEHY, £ =R slip P31 5L T A ASF] 0.5%101) 94
TP i AR B TR R BRI 3k e BH X T RO

R2 BERBAZRMIARISE G EFIERLKR (G0 RREE R TIME)

AR BEIN N2 WS A 2 RGN HIS Wi 7 i
W 51 5% Slip P e
AAMR  PMR A Rl B St AAMR  PMR A Rl B St
SMR SMR SMR SMR
2% 09891  0.9561 1 — 09884 09532  0.9994 —
LR 5% 0.9645  0.8895 1 — 09704  0.8878  0.9968 —
(1000 A A 5 %)

10% 09372  0.7849 1 — 09367 07808  0.9924 —

Mean  0.9636  0.8768 1 — 09652  0.8739  0.9962 —
P 2% 07142  0.5052 1 0 09872 09544  0.9888 0.9884
(500 A A %50%, 5% 07195  0.4735 1 0 09622  0.876 0.959 0.9636
500 A B M) 10% 07042  0.4085 1 0 09184  0.7538 0.923 0.9092
Mean 07126  0.4624 1 0 09559  0.8614  0.9571 0.9537
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WG S, BASR W AN Z2 0K N T2 W 12 B il 45 S5WFgE — mBAE—2

A — ﬁ Z RN N2 W 7 AT SR T B 0K (4) R i 17 = 34 5256 30 IR

MG 00 5 17 5 o 4.2 FiERR

352 HZRBMEESE HEZRMBMEBEERT,

MGG PSRN FNS W vk, #l)s i bR
ﬂ@ﬁwMMmﬁ&tﬂﬁzmMmﬁﬁrﬁﬁ,
=# slip F B FEH159 AAMR 1 PMR 4351128 70.7%
Fl 45.8%; 1 K FH#T JF & ) 22 SR WA 02 Wi ik,
= slip THYF 41 AAMR F1 PMR 43514 95.6%
ﬁ8M%J1A%%ﬂB%%mw%E%K%T
95% . L%%ﬁ?gﬁﬁu Ha, RS
WIS W 7 3k 1) R ) SR R KTLmT£%
M0 565 155 5% L%ﬁﬁﬁ%f*mz%%m% 23]
ik, HEm gtk bR e Bl iE R DL i
FELR W FIEHR I8 L R AR

4 WHFE . ZRMGHNZ WA R
PERE

WFoE—r, M5 Q MR 2, RIS N
WIRh, FLPIRR R i & Jm PR St Al 1R . S Tl
W H— e, DL A H . 58505 SR Al
(R RE, ARy EZEPL 2 AR S50 T 2R A
HIZ Mﬁ%w&mﬁ&Mz&%ﬂo$%ﬁﬁ&
V%) PR R W6 F 22 35 LR, R A SR WS T T 6 157 1)
INAUBYEN BRI, HAERME Q MBFEMRIE
AELR PRI 35 15 S5 LA 8 o ELAA = 0 17 ¢ UL 3% 3.
4.1 Monte Carlo &332

RPN 3 =g 5, AT I ga 5 5T D5
Tt E BT Sk 30 A, R M IR ] A MEEAH AT

()56 Q HH MR AL

TR T 58 Q A MEREHLA: B, (AR T S8
FRAR AR AR X AR S AR ) — — X, AL
FT AR B Q RE MR AL TR R

(2B 1 4R A X (B AR 4

EWFFE — PRI — 35 Al i R e A A A
500 A, SXF T T e R SR I I e s, U AR
L 2500 44 w1 1) J 1k AR AR 2 LA

(BB IAAE2E S g AR

IR R s M i B 1 SR (AAMRY) . B8 ) o
R (PMR) LA B fiff A5 s ) 14 3 (SMR) = A48 s 1T
Hr4ets .
43 MRER

A FRWAE R LN T RIS R T, £
TEWE DN N2 W 7 v 1) Ja 2 30 1o 140 o 25 R 5 s 1) of
RIYy 95%, R HIMERM L) 90%, B4k Ik
FHAH, BEHH MSCD 7 il T =P LB fyhn T5%
W o 71T AN YR 2 = o0 A AT 50 W 3 2 U o s, o e A
TR, L i oo ) o 2 TR S W A AT S o 2
5o (HAERECHIAESR [, Bl 25 A AR W 0 2 i, A
2 AR A AT $ v ((H 4 1 A R BEAR /D), 3X AT
S0 NECH G, AT, SRR 2 00 55
Pk B Z, IRT SEUh TR, MREFHTSA
Frift— 0T 3R 4 258 BT MSCD 77 ik BB BT
b Kb 2 L0 TSR W 00 1 e (22 38 LR,
HZ Wi IE iR AL, R 392 W i i 1 2
TN TR A B N, (EAE SR,

5 W4t S

51 Rt

OISR T SR W ) 22 R R 2 S i) R )
KA R 2 BONHNIS W IEFE BT [0 36 g ) 8, 38 6 M
JITA W E SR AR ] 4 TS ms o ASHIF 93 76 1 AF
JEHAL b, TR R T — 2R BN HNS W Tk
(MSCD J5i%), %5 iE AL Wl i i o 156 s,
RIS WA L ST A0 A SC DA P Y 3R 1 o

WFE LSRRI I B 5T, SR MG
ARSI I 5 R MSCD 5 4k B2 i IE#
R HAR, H 225N K (HAE 200w I 56 1 =
i, FEGE RN A2 W B2 W E AR, i MSCD
75 2 B2 W IE A R AP R BEAR, S TR = 5
Fisy, MSCD J5 A4 38 i i i BRI R | BECH)
HESR DL RN TR s I EAR, XK W] MSCD Jr ik
AEH ., 71T,
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F 4 FREMIERE THEBFAER (30 AL L& R FHE)
LS _ 2 RMEIN AL W T i
T3 Stip AAMR PMR A KNS SMR B #ilg SMR  C3KM¢ SMR D SKEXE SMR  E %W SMR
2% 0.9834 0.9573 0.9951 0.9938 0.9899 — —
= P figt 5% 0.9578 0.8853 0.9841 0.9781 0.9628 — —
SREME 10% 0.9045 0.7788 0.9611 0.9423 0.915 — —
Mean 0.9486 0.8738 0.9801 0.9714 0.9559 — —
2% 0.9855 0.9623 0.9936 0.9937 0.9875 0.9878 —
DU o fat 250 5% 0.9582 0.9056 0.9835 0.9779 0.9633 0.9659 —
SREME 10% 0.9035 0.8034 0.9426 0.9444 0.9105 0.9068 —
Mean 0.949 0.8904 0.9732 0.972 0.9538 0.9535 —
2% 0.9855 0.9615 0.9947 0.9961 0.9889 0.9848 0.9863
T ol 5% 0.9588 0.9091 0.9858 0.9826 0.9628 0.9576 0.9644
Mg 10% 0.8982 0.8139 0.9591 0.9448 0.9098 0.9002 0.8985
Mean 0.9475 0.8948 0.9799 0.9745 0.9538 0.9475 0.9497
52 HitE5RE SURFH, BRI T 78 535 B il i n T3

5.2.1 XF MSCD Ai%5 de la Torre #1 Douglas
(2008) A XY ELE  ABsE Y, W TAEIHE) LB
B, I H SRS R I TRk
TR ZE I V220 Iy A, T 3k 5 00 0 2 B 1 S s 2
DR ATRE R . ILTE MSCD 5k, RIS £
X TR R B I A S B R s e oY
W FRIWY =Pl PO R T i SR S 10 PR o
KM FNAE A EEAA Y, X — UL AE—E
RN, SREEAIZ/DXTT MSCD J7iki2 Wi b i R %
A S FAE R IR L T X — 5 dela Torre A1 Douglas
(2008) 42 Hi i Z2 5 i) DINA BERURRAMF, B+
X Rl e A b SR WS A BE R 1T 24U 1, O
LA RIS T WA J@ 3 R Ak i, sk B
WM Z T SECR I SEOCR @ S50tk £ |
fliT gt B ER R . 4R de la Torre Fil Douglas
(2008) 11 2 A W& 1) DINA BEH (12 Wi R £ 32 S
MR 2y . WEF, T de la Torre Fi
Douglas (2008)% FHHE Z=i EM B Al ik FH
FEME AL, MIABF AR ) SRR B A7 2051, I
BUAH HL 3T 7 AT & B9 MSCD 5 ik A T R
fafBRL, DN ITT7E S B B 5 A . {H MSCD i ik 7E R
G B Rt — 2053, i aRvF g 7E A A
H E R R A 5w

522 XTF“MIKBIZIFTE HFH"RAR
7 00 6 T A S 22 X6 1 1k R 4 A A Y
B, AMRER AR A BT, AT TeikH
W 4 iR AT Ao TSR, A B B 0 TSR g
BHZET B R G . XAE O RATT— A

W&, 45 G e BORMESH — 25 AR
S TR WA TFIR AT TR )8
52.3 XF MSCD FAEEMNZE EEE(RSM) K
BHERER (AHM) LRI MSCD kR
PH[FAE I FH TR0 2 (R ASE 750 K% J P S i L . %o T
FRU) 25 T AR, — I35 Q JHE A Xof I —ZHL I A,
TR RN I A B — R 2 ] AR 2 QAR
PSR SRAE T 50 09 22 5, W) — > Q R FRAT T3 T
DI E Y — N HLI0 25 ], S8R B — 4> 00 25 ) o, py
AH I ) 221> Sl 0] 5 2H A o 330 A — e 5 s X6 o — A~
FRIU 25 [], A F0) 255 [] 34 ey 22 2l 0 o 2 1
e R RN 23 (R A5E 70 T 32 31 B8 - Bl e 22 1
FEAl {(0',¢7)} 5 5 Fh SR W T T A 400 0 69 ) £
{(6,¢)} el i B IR 2G, FRATT [A) A H 5 [ BE 2 A/
(B B [ B B/ NN, B2 DL i3
S, UG 56 A e e ) JIT X 7 1 SR s A K ) o
TSRS, FCRE S /N (85 B R i K ) T %
7 ) I TECR S B PR AR A AR AR X o Bl i S 4R A
JEMEE ORI, —A> QFE X — 2H FRAE S
MARER, ERFZA Q Mk AR 56 1Y 22 TR ms,
T AEAS QR4 of i — 4H BRAR S WA 2, 24~ QB
SRR 0] 2 2 AR S AR, T g 2 SRR I AR X
TRl QA MR R —Fh S mg; 425 v] LUdE ot JE v 2
BRI A J7 680 B J75 (A method or B method,
Leighton et al., 2004) 3153 4~ 9 i £ i i A5 =X 5
e 2 U AH Sz AR X r AR — AR S 7 A K ] B A
(SRR L), B 8 fe K35 i it g 1 2 AR AR 2
VE R A AR AR, R RS % g 1) SR s ) Ay
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B T

ARTCXF 0-1 PF43 1Y 2 RIS W T ek AT 1
WFFE, TF& T 38 FH 2506 i 9015 5 0 A HNZ Wl O
%——M%Dﬁ% BRF A1) S 451, el
VFZ Iy (A — 583, Hn SR i il e AN TR Y
@BLm%ﬁH%MIﬁ%Jﬁ@MM%Dﬁ%
() R PE; 2D R D BUA I 2 R
B 5 T, MSCD Jr vk i U v SRR 4, 4R
AW FE IR 0] DL — 2525 189 R 3 Z PP 4016 B
5 ANASHIFFE N TS Gk A 2w R B4
WRFHE— 2R A i — 20 B SRR J& P B )= 0%
ZIMEAE T MSCD Jy ik i2 Wik R 2R A

HAERIHTFE; MSCD 5 AE LN 23 AR I s 2=
GO L e ORI, Wl gE— 20, HE
i — BRI R Rl R MSCD 2 W 7 VA 7E 52 bR

A BIZCR -
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A New Multiple-Strategies Cognitive Diagnosis Model: the MSCD Method

TU Dong-Bo; CAl Yan; DAI Hai-Qi; DING Shu-Liang
(Psychology College of Jiangxi Normal University, Nanchang 330027, China)

Abstract

Almost all of the current cognitive diagnosis models allow for single-strategy of problem solving, and
assume all examinees use the same processing strategy. Based on the extant studies, the current study developed
a new multiple-strategies cognitive diagnosis model, called MSCD method.

Monte Carlo method was employed here to explore the feasibility of the MSCD method and to examine the
estimation precision as well as the properties of the MSCD method.

The findings were presented: (1) Under the single-strategy tests or data, the average attribute match ration
(AAMR), pattern match ration (PMR) and strategy match ration (SMR) of the MSCD method were as high as
those of single-strategy cognitive diagnosis model (single-strategy model). (2) Under multiple-strategy tests or
data, the MSCD method also had high AAMR, PMR and SMR, but single-strategy model did not. (3) When the
number of strategy reaching 5, the MSCD method also had very high AAMR, PMR and SMR. All in all, the new
developing model, the MSCD method, was reasonable and could be accepted.
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