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W E QAMECDMMELLICRZ —, M 1 INK R NARES TN AT, 8t GU & SRR 2 50 AT 0
FUE, IR O AT REAFTE R IR A TIB IE . AWESTIR I T — Moy Q AEMHEIE I ih——2E T8 B 05 SRR
SRR Wald-XPD J5ik. 2R H] Monte Carlo ##UUGH: 1 ik 28, IS5 FIZE AT T HE. HFeaRM.
BT A1 Wald-XPD J5iAAE Q AWK R | IR B IEBIbRE SR VR LB LB AB TE AR AR IR PR L X 3 4> 24
PR BB RE, BRR BT AL i, JUHORAEAE TE A BR AR E I SR R D o e SR R T

Wald-XPD J7 A1 Q FEFFBEIE I RAFRI. B2, RO Q B IESRBE T AR Tk,

XEA NI, Q R, XPD R, Wald Kt
SES B4l

1 55

25 B FR I 5 R e 3 H B B SR FH B — 1
W55 3 ROk AR WO TE A B B 2= RO o 1B R
AL R, IARIZ W (cognitive diagnosis)
1) 2 H AR RALOC T RO 2 4E | Ak R TR RE
BrCanniil . AR . HERE. REE . ARSRRBTEL
O HBERGSE, SEFRCON R )2 B E B, A
T2 Wik A (cognitive diagnostic model, CDM) 2
FH R T LB, R EH R — 2B O
AR AR R (Rupp et al., 2010). HTHi, CDM B2 2 i
T L BE . KR -S540 (Sorrel et al.,
2016).

Q M) CDM ML ILEZ—, & X T
i 5 i H 2 (8] (4 % R K ZR (Tatsuoka, 1990),
BN E IS 1 N RS #, H0C FR B2 W
5B HERA I o IE BRI 1Y Q R R A2 R A M 1A
RS T R 43 28 09 DG B R 3R (Ndjera et al.,

W5 F 42 2022-03-09

2020), FEIRBCER Q FFFL ™ AR ZA R FEm,
TN AR S A T HERPE . P EURZ BRI 4K
PEAUA . FEEERAE AT AL ) 28 55 (Chiu,
2013; de la Torre, 2009; Rupp & Templin, 2008),
CDM HARHL Q FE R 1Y 75 1 S5 I f AUl & AR 4l
Z ¥ 2 (Sorrel et al., 2016), HXF B & —E
A FAE . 2B, G Q HEFFA B AT REtl & —
BEAER U (Rupp & Templin, 2008), 414 & IE JFlh
Q FE AT BEAETE 1 B 154 = B 98 3 T I 1Y) 2 2 3
15 B

J T A IERHBOE B Q AEFE, ENAMIFFEE 2
T 2B IE B (E AF, 2021), MR AR
ZHUEH) CDM Hifiid Q FE I 5 WS EZ E s 2 [|] 1Y
KA, WTLLK Q FHMAEIE ks AW . ZHULA
ESBAEETE, TiERESEL CDM 12
5, FEEATE, Hlan, ERCHEEE 75 (Chiu, 2013),
IR RS (FE R, m s, EhFIEE 4%, 2018) %82
J7 1% (intersection and difference; Wang et al., 2018)
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Flg TIESBAMBIE T, —RinE, ES8
T3 ¥ HO B 1Y 2 BAL 2 W 5 WL A 28 B vy =22 [ £ 42
&, MWIAEMEIE Q My H iy . fEdE S8 Irik
b, BRAE BN R 22 AR 2 A R A R 7 B0 1
TR, Bilhn, FRGE T HE TR
JUANFEIR I (IRFR, EALH))CDM, #5Z, S8
1B Q FE A IE I ik BAT A BRI 5y 92 B4
PERL, H A% BT H2 A5 15 R A 13X 25 25 0 4 SR 1
L SEATE - 2804 Q FEFF B IR 7 A SR e S B b i 1Y
R, (&G AL T iR ARG WA
) Q Ml YEFFIANY CDM HEZL R, U DINA.
DINO ., R-RUM % (de la Torre, 2011), BF55# I % )
SHABIE T EE A . 5 %(de 1a Torre, 2008) . ¥
HRORADE 45, 2012) .S Gt &Ik (Liv et al., 2012),
1AL 18 1E ¥ 91 ¥ & (iterative modified sequential
search; Terzi & de la Torre, 2018). RMSEA %iil &
(Kang et al., 2019), /i3 2: R #%(Yu & Cheng,
2020) ., fAL N Ay A AR (AR 4E, 2022)55
TEMf I CDM HEZE R (U1, G-DINA, generalized
deterministic input noisy output “and” gate; de la
Torre, 201124k Q FEMFAE IET7 ¥ - BALHE
GDI (G-DINA discrimination index) /5% (de la Torre
& Chiu, 2016), 5%22 777 (Chen, 2017) ., iJSD (iterative
Jensen-Shannon divergence) /7 ¥ L & iGDI (iterative
GDI)J5#%(Terzi, 2017). TLP (truncated L, penalty
function) /7% (Xu & Shang, 2018) . AIXf 4l & G it &
FFEEAE KRR 4, 2020), Ma F1 de la Torre (2020)32 3
() GDI FI%E T A5 4845 B (incomplete information
matrix) %) Wald ¥ 55 AHZS 5 1) Stepwise 7% (Chy T8
TR HL 5 A SO A R O s DL X g, R
Stepwise 77 EEFR N Wald-IC J5%). DA Hull J5 s
(Najera et al., 2021)55 . R — L SR LB IE T ik
AIREfA RISk . R A R4, B2, X
KB E T I H T AR CDM HEZE T H & 1Y J7
BRI SAE T RIEE R . AT ZAESEUL T R
JERS AT SRR o PR A T AR B ) 5 22 AR IR
VER RG], HAE Q REFF AT SR B E B e /D B4
BRIN, T LU R 25 ) b i A R e A 1 5 AR ARG
EL0ESR7 N i

TEAfLFT CDM HEZE R IR R ILL | 8 #2%fk Q
FEFFEIE vk, 3R 22 07 ok T JE Mead e AN
TR HLAE 0 390 R A I SR T A 0 g RT RE x RAT; 2
FEACREUINEE, TLP J7 ik 2 i il B R 30E I H 1%L
i H T T8 D R A SR I E 7 (bootstrap

bagging method)FEM 7] RE S HFHIHC; BAUNT I L
W] iGDI BRI 5 1JSD MYRIARY | H L5
PFFHETF 1ISD (Terzi, 2017); MIXHULA ST 7k
e 2 LRI 5 4 BT AR 1 H OC TR M A AT BB A
AIREXT L EE, IS BT 4 ) — S T B R
A5 %, (BRI 50 B A K B MR A 2 W 1
LT, TSRS AT REd B . GDI 7241 F1 CDM
HE SR T 2R BN I H BT A AT RE Y 8 v S 4R X
IERRE X REARR A T 22K i Q FEIME AT q
] 2 1Y IX A3 B, EFRA B R IXArRE Y q AR
N IERRBEE 1 q 17 4 AXTF GDI I &, iGDI f 4
TRCRA T —E B EGE, (HRX R F %
Hif R T NN ML A — > K 1R (B (N4jera et al.,
2019). L GDI 57 R34k, Ma Fl de la Torre (2020)
4 Q FHE AR IE AL AR LE i B Z 3T AL, T
seq-GDINA #i#!(the sequential GDINA model; Ma
& de la Torre, 2016) M T GDI fI%EF A EEAF
B R Wald #5455 0 Wald-IC J5 ik,
Wald-IC J7 % i 56 R HI GDI J7 i NS —J&@ £ 11 q 1h]
PSS AT B, FE P 2GR Wald
G P 2 A5 1 a5 R T R A 2 1 q 1]
o B, 7ERAANITH b Wald-IC fUFHF AT K - 14>
GEIT R I8 B AT 52 B . Hull J5 i3 B AE B R 0 5 5 il
222 ) 4R 3 —FhF- A DU R BERAR 2 1 q i, BFSE
# (Néjera et al., 2021l BLUMFFT HLE T GDI,
Wald-IC DL K Hull J5i:, S5 REWNTERZHERT
Hull AR LF . Wald-IC (R BR# T Hull, {H
J&, Hull il Wald-1C 7EA& IE S8 B AR A 19 & 14 J7 T 1Y
T2, TUHIE Q H M h A TE B 2 AR BE I
WF5E#& (Ma & de la Torre, 2020; Najera et al., 2021)
F ) Wald-1C Ge it 2 i A 56 B A5 DA 5
o SERTBFFR R, RIS RAF B 1 58
THETE R SEpE o b 25 S B — 2L ), ARG A B 2
Bobr iR (Philipp et al., 2018). JH T3 H Lg% 7
Ko 56 B Tt H KA R LA B S B — 2 R 4 o R
Rk (Liu, Andersson, et al., 2019; Liu, Yin, et al.,
2019; XIEME %, 2016)5, HT UL, ABFFINN
Wald-IC J5 1R 1A R bR e Ji 1R J7 T R BB 22 1Y
FEF N AT RESRTE Wald SEit 80t E P RH T A
SERAE B

W54 (Liu et al., 2016; Liu, Xin, et al., 2019;
Liu et al., 2021; Philipp et al., 2018; XI|Z# 4%,
2016)IA°H CDM H [R]ISHAEAE P AR 28 Y O S R 2 4
I H S ECMES S A 523 AF B (de 1a Torre,
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L

2009; 2011) 20 T 45/ S50, THRRB/N, ABK
Al HEF L Q HFFE IE 45 A HEN . LI H 2
T 2R 5E E AR BEREAL T 7 7 (Liu, Xin, et al.,
2019; Liu et al., 2021; Philipp et al., 2018; X|| %
4, 2016), {HJE X SEOC TR S8R5 B R ok
T QM IE b Wald G He AYH5E, oM
2 Wald Geit s i A2 5C T S 800 7 25—
P 2250 0 o IeAh, 5 BAE AR L, &5
A& AN BAH 4 (empirical cross-product information
matrix, XPD; Liu et al., 2021; Philipp et al., 2018; Xl
EtE A, 2016) RSB/, AU AL S 2R
BRI ZH XPD A FERY AN [, 200 Fedieifiaq ¢
T H IEMRE BRI 22 - 5 25, LIty
AT QA& IEHY Wald 4 it+(iC 8 Wald-XPD).,
ARSCHY T H A TR —F N Q MEEE
WEJ7E, R AU 5T S SRR S S T
BRI BRMHR S % T DA E R R
RO 251 (de 1a Torre & Chiu, 2016; Ma & de la
Torre, 2020; Najera et al., 2021), ZEHIT & 172
£ Q MFHEIET R, HSRFZTr kit T,
A BEREE R SRR R TE Q HEFRHEIE I iE ik
J7 TR AL T 12 SCRE AW 5E %% GDI L Hull . Wald-IC
Jridi5 Wald-XPD 7 i34 7 LA IR 2 . ok,
Wald-XPD J&7E Wald-1C Jrik3tmt FHEH A, By
LS IH LRI 2 RA IR E, Ik, SErips
FWI7E GDI, Hull, Wald-IC =F )7, Hull B
PR AP0, BOH Y ZEE LR Hull 5 Wald-XPD
FIEBFEB; =, MR GDI & iGDI J7 kSt
FHR) 3 B it PRt 3K W o 7 12 1 e BN O Ml —
A#RIEE, 5 iGDI AL, e EuE X GDI 7
PR A XA /N (Najera et al., 2020), [KEASHF
FUFF GDI WA A LA o A ST S 3o 41 1 LAAE
W EFEAR RN CDM AEZE T 42 10 i 2 801k Q JE FF
BIET o 56 =N 4 1T &%) Wald-XPD Jr
Beo SV R RIS, 7R3 ME SR 5%
N HRER Wald-XPD 5k BARR I, JF5 GDI.
Hull PIK Wald-IC J7ik#f7 A, 58 HaB T
Wald-XPD J5 % 7E SEUE £ 4 43 b i g T, JF 5
Hull J5 ¥ . Wald-IC ik #ifr b . fieJg X)
Wald-XPD J5 k#1717 ihig 5 R,

2 A CDM HEZ T 2%k Q JE
R ASIRES

TENFIZ BN rf, Q ARG A7 vl WA Y ¢

A 2 B AN TSR B 30T R iE 22 ) 6 AR )
Zeo —faniE, EIHIE TR Q & J x K 4k
TR, FR JATHNE T KA etk @b s
PEABE S (B, RIETTH RS TR £
gy MTLAHCO 838 1o, —milgds 3 A~ H,
IHET 2 ANE M, AR A A P2 6] o
F, AR Q M

Q=

—_— O =
=)

Hrh, qf =[1,0] £/ s — D3 Bl 1 )&
PE LD o) (A2, ANFERFER Q HFFAAH
A, AW QMMItES F. Bn, ENIMIFFE
XT3 Kol ik B H (Tatsuoka,  1990) (1 J& 4 15
B, ESMFAAES B (de la Torre & Chiu, 2016; 7F
Kith, mHAE, #H 55, 2018), K, XFE4 Q 4
PEIEAT 8 IE AR H B .

AWFGELL G-DINA BRI R ], 2588 i
Wald-XPD J7 {578 Q M B IER R, Jf5 LI
FEHHE I GDI. Wald-IC. Hull J5 #4704,
G-DINA FEALZE—f . IR CDM AR, X Hk
TTE B0, 1] LARkAS Z MRk iRl (de 1a Torre,
2011)0 % a, FRER [ PR MEERE, o) =[g;.
qx 1 FRIUH j 55058 v KA 22 ] 18 % R G R
TER RN G-DINA BRI IEARZ XTI H j iR
DES VR

K

Pi(@)=p;(@,q;) =80+ Spayqy +

k=1
K-1 K

Z Z 5j,2,(k,k’)ankank'qj‘kq_jk’ +e ey
k=1 k'=k+1

Hrh, 8,020 H j RIS EL, 6, 02 oy M ERL
WBHL, S, gy 2 oy T aye ZIASEH AN BHL
e BRI BT R, 7EA (D, AR o, B q,
MEAICEET 0, ALAXI LAY H S8 6 T 0,
2.1 GDI 7%

GDI J7¥(de la Torre & Chiu, 2016)/2&7F G-DINA
REANEZR N4 Y, HIEARRAUR . fiHmiE j b
JITH AT BE Y JE M AR AR X S R T Y TE A B X A R
(7 25K i q ) B SR BERE ), BERRAT B R4
REJIIY q AR IER R E 1 q i, BIIER 3% e
14 q ) f2 BE A (A [ Jag P S R A = Bl E A A2
1627 2% fe kb . GDU J7 i 5% JH 9 946 4 &2
(discriminating index)Z& /s IEMVE B MESR 10 7 2=, W]
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TiH jHEAS q 1038 5T Brg nl BE R & P R X
B IE A A A AR 0 7 22

2K
¢ = ey |0[p;(@)-p,T 2)
=1

b, p (o) R B TR S RS o, R

AR O By 26 AT DAY B0 1 i 1

B, b, w(o, |x) R AET R AL T

R x R HE A R N 0, B B 5 B
N N

Wy |0 =3 wiy | x)= S L le)T@) )

= =2
! 'S Lix; o) ()

I=1
ARG, N FRRFEAR; Lx, |a) BB TEER
BN o, BB TE A T H BRSSO x; 451
UK REG 7(o)) RoRIAE 1 FEdEEREE Y
BARTE SR BT 5 B e, B LA S5R S
48 2L gjz KA e — A0 H By PEm1 0y, B
XA [ml e AR A X i Bl Y BB ) - A Bk GDI
HFHE /D mERR q m &, A2 EBCE R q m
o (HJE, SCERH T REALIR 22, i B E (over-
specifications, OS) q W& L IEHIER q [MEA
BRI GDIfH, W4k 11 q mE(q =[L---,1])F
KW GDI fH. RTERA q mis i 5Lah F3gm
B B TEH 22 5, R BER I I 278K,
Q=1 1] I G AR I AR T, SR 125 1
VTR Z 1] 1Y) 22 502 R AR o AR 5 ik 5 17 24 J U,
TERABEE 1Y q 1] 5 10k 1] B HLAA de KB AR 22 Ak
R #EK, # de la Torre A1 Chiu (2016)35 T q I
15 772 PVAF (the proportion of variance

accounted for):

2
PVAF =%
S1K (4)
Hi, of ZRTIH j 4R 11 q FECT A
A it 1) M S AR AR 2 A W I W VR R T 22
BURE R R AW —A q WA PVAF 26G4&
W — A IEWRBE N q R R A &
(DPVAF K FHILE; Q&R RD., H£
A q ) [ s DL AN 25, I BEHE PVAF {8
KW q RN IR E 1) q
2.2 Hull 7%
Hull 77 7% (Néjera et al., 2021) Y A R . 78
T H 7K b LB A AT RE q 10 s A FE bR o KT
A ATRERY q A S IAE Hull B F, Hull B AR AR AR
FREEA q MEAXNSEECE, PP ER

Gfabr . Hull ik UGS R bn A WA S —1
J& PVAF, HIRIEAGANIE q 1 g 3 X7 BE R /DN
5 N R4 X B R 4B A 48 McFadden pseudo-R®
(McFadden, 1974), FF i W e b H 05 22 B o
A e, PEAR SRR A A 5 WS S = [H] A AL
JEHull 77 BN FEFRAE T X500 7R8 24 HullP
M HullR). BEHFIMH j HAFSEEE T ARK
PVAF 5 McFadden pseudo-R* {H 4 q [ 54 My i 1k
q [, AERPAMEIE q [0 2 B2 R — SRR B,
XL BT A q IR ER, B Hull B —4%
TR M R E j 1 K =3, JB4 LI PVAF
e ARAY Hull BANE 1 FoR, BId b5 i a5 k%
NERE q [, T REATFIRFRIR IR q MR
PVAF,

SEBE
B 1 K=23M, LI PVAF m¥EFrEY Hull &

XTF Hull 773 AN LG 48 An i &, dsim 5
HORH DCIRE Y Ja M 2x B S I N ALS FR AR AE, A
KERAY S PE RS AL S Fe bR A, [H52 M W] g 4%
/No HONIELG TR 29 AR A AR R &, 7E Hull &
HE PRSI S FE AR N, RS LG e T
eI ERE q AR IESIER q M. T
I, WFFEE R st $5%4(Ceulemans & Kiers, 2006)
THEEAMEE q 5135 /A K/ (the magnitude of
the elbow), BEFE st KR K I q [ H A O IE 6
BOE R q [ 4t
Sk =S (npg —npg )
- (ij+1 _ij)/(npKH —npg)
Horh, fix Mlnpy 3 BIFRIH j 1Y K Ak q 18]
LGRS EE I

T SRS, BEERIEIE q & N TATA I q
)i 2 i, A5 R AUGRI R IR b f 4o 1Y q ol
(q' =[L---,1]), WEFELH 1 1Y q mEERIZHH
IEMBOE R q i 2 B HPAE A EZAS q

&)

st
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WA q M st 3850, st FBURR L q
) it R A% 00 5 OIE RIS 1Y q )i
2.3 Wald-IC ik

FHT Q HEFFIEIE ) Wald G ittt 2 7E 50 H 7k
BT, HIAR R B H IR q
e T 2 A UL B JE M, ke R —JE A
q PR RS A S B R R A AR 22, TR
A B RAIE ST o T HAR, A B
o (B — g6 i T 2 AN @, B K =2, B
2, BT AT REM R PR AR R 40D, WTLIRIR N

o, 00

o, 1 0
o= =

o5 01

oy 11

RSk q A q =117, AR5 H
IERAAE AR B ) 0] LR A

pj(ay) I

p;(ay) S;0+0)
p;(0)= =

p;(as) 8i0+0),

p;(ay) Ojp+0;+8,,+8,

R ErE 1B o )RR, 5w EME o

) R R :
{1 -1 0 0}
R:
0 0 1 -1

ARSCH, TR i, R AR 4
o TEGE T PR AAT19, HF2 Rxp,(@)=0 . HI:

pj(ay)
{1 -1 0 0} pi(@y) | | =9 o
0 0 I -1 |p;(a3) —(8,1+6,12)
pj(ay)
RHESE o ASHEINIEMMZ XTI H j R, o
AT A, R E M 2 (B oy )2 BT 1
R [
F 0—10}
R=
01 0 -1

W LU, X TIH j miE, AR R R R

PEFTXT R Y q [l m], Wt 2 B 28l HE

JEAER, L, mEp ) (a) BEAZEER.
Wald-IC Zeit s i

Wald ;) =[Rxp ;(@)] (Rx V¢, xR)'[Rxp;(a)] (6)

Horf, Ve, T ARG REETRNITH
IERVE R 0 7 22— 7 500
Wald-IC 7B 1E Q JHFEMATE N . Bk, &

A — A 200N R, KRR
1) q T s P SO E G 2R IR R . AR R
W, WEE £ E5it EARBTR, T4 Rx
p,(0) =0, HUK, 7FZR N8 RAR B MR kA
i H TE AR B A B 7 28 -7 22 Ve KA
A Wald i i1 . Ma Fil de la Torre (2020)% FH 1 /2
de la Torre (2009)% i ()75 & 43K H IE 612
R TEREAT BIEFEAE T 5% Zpoo
_ ol(x) “ ol(x)
D09 —

ap; (@] alp;(a)]

Horp o(x) s WS EE i X B AR e R . HiLie |,
FIF Q MM ISTE 1) Wald S HHRLHE 2 5916, 1 i
R 2 AR, Wald-IC Siitft oy -ty 406
WER T FEAT AR A B OB, T A S5 Q B MR IE
FO R A B

3 AT oe%E XPD AR Wald-XPD

Jiik
3.1 fEf XPD %EFEH#IZE Wald-XPD 4it &

Philipp ¢ A(2018)F1 Liu % A (2021)fH&5H)=
B F A R AR B TR B M IR a Y A R
B, m=(m, - mp) AR K =2, ABATEXAW 5
YO AT RERY R R R o, 7 L = 450, 7 =
m(oy) Rl SR A | FhRrEERE o
W oA te B, Flan, z(e,) 2Ol Sk B 1
FiftJ M AR A @] =10,0] 195345 ELAAL

WHFE & S th TR 2 58 B A5 BAE BRI Al T 7 i,
FEA . SEERAE A XARNF B AE M (Liu et al.,
2021; Philipp et al., 2018; XIEZ% 4%, 2016). 5E%H)
W5 BE 4 (observed information matrix; Liu et al.,
2021; XIEHE 4F, 2016). SERE M =BIA(E B AR
(sandwich-type information matrix; Liu, Xin, et al.,
2019; Liu et al., 2021)3%, i1 THBATAHRAIZHL, 5
AR B TR R ROR, U HR WS DR L
K = BIAAE DR WSS B X BUSR R AIOC
THTABAIZH — B, THE R R, AR
FH WL ZE A X AL SR pR B T30 H S50 6 &b i)
S W — B T 1) 1 58 SO SR T 48 1Y XPD 4 P
ol(x) N ol(x) ol(x) N ol(x)
08, 04 08, On;_,

: : ®)
ol(x)  0l(x)
oy "

(7

Ispp = : .
0l(x) y oUx)
0y 06

or;_,
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TERYHE Wald Geit i Z /i, AWF58E Jex XPD
FEFEAS T LATR = AN TH AL

(DX XPD HEFERI, FRAG 7 25— Pp I 22 50 1
Zxpp> Mt Expp = Txpp o PEHR Exppy P j XTI
T - .

(2)RHI M #iF%(de la Torre, 2011)i id 4[4 3fe
ERIUH S8 7 22 -5 2561 2, Feion A
TE AR BE AR T7 22— W0 07 2235 1% Vixepy, » R
Voo =M <, o MBI 2% 52" 2 iy 6
TR H j & E R S0 S8
XPREJE R, AT LK I H S804 R 45 B PR R AR
X T WIEF AR, fln, BiH j hK=2,
DX T AT G-DINA A5 R 7 1250 H ) M 4 F T
IR N

Mj[4><4]

—_ = = =
_— o = O
_——_- O O
- o o O

T M S, LA A e A
S W EH AR i p (@) -

100 0] %0 o

1100 o O;0+0)
Pj(“«): X =

101 0|6, S0+,

1 1 1 1

12 Sjo+0+0,,+01

WG GE T2 vh B8 2 5 22 - Wb Oy 2 6 A 4 S
(#HZ% Li & Wang, 2015), A LI#E T M ; R I3
H 28 J7 22— J7 225805 T, e 8 I 3 IE Bl 1
BN 7 U EFEIE Viep); - P, HET
XPD i F A4 Wald G- iR «

Wald xpp) =

[Rxp ; (@)] (RxVxpp); xR)[Rxp (@] )

()T L 58 B FIAS 58 B A7 EE BE AT 0, S8 {5
S B2 AR R () 2R SR, TR R ARR, BIE
I RRBONFERT . ORISR A CHIBEFH 9SS XPD
HEFE, P Q FEFHEIE M
3.2 Wald-XPD it EKXLHES R

Wald-XPD J5 % T Q M FFE IE & &A1 H #F
T I H j 1) q W a e H R —Em e
M. A RIRIENES, B BFREEIEN iR
JBMERES, BIEZY], A=D, B={,2,,K}

AT HAR N E Wald-XPD 77 ¥ 48 1F 25 B

mr:

HPR(1): EETH j T HA K PVAF (EIW
— @ q RS R RN AT R,
BER AL B

HIRQ): Kz —JEtE q mEK PVAF HY5
0.95 FATHAS, KT 0.95 BiHiZ q IMEEAER,
1 IMEIE, & MZkEEIE

HBRQ3): EHES AL B, B HAEK PVAF
) q [ EATEIE, Wiz q S s A
Wald-XPD Ziif & iE 17 W E R, MEix q Wi
R ES A FIES B TR MRS %A Rk
AN, BRI FINE q MRS PVAF 25 KT 0.95, K
F0.95 YA IX A q SRR IE R, 5 IREIE, &0
kL& IE

A4 HELIREG), HBIHA q &1 PAVF
ERTF 0.95, s# &A@ MR R A s (k&1

HRGS): ERANTEBESRE, EHiTHE
PVAF DL Wald-XPD %iil i, HF|k#] R RKiER
BUE R R ARG A 1 q 1) i 5 11— GEAUY q 19
oS AN IEEIE .

T ET B, PRSI Wald-XPD 7 ik H
FEANTHM q MEAEER L. BE5H T q
[ 5 1 J@ P K = 3, Wald-XPD 7B 1F % q A4
Fat R AN 2 PR o

4 B 5E

BEEFE B B AR R )1z F B S A5
TRV Wald-XPD 55 7E Q HMHE IE P RISREL, JF
HUAER G F 4R ) GDI. Wald-IC D) J& Hull
(HullP, HullR) 747 AR o
41 FHik
4.1.1 ®MRIET

RETF I, RS % UAEHRRIFMa &
de la Torre, 2020; Najera et al., 2021), F:H:\T 5 Ff
2. I H R 8 807 He 7l (ratio of number of
items to attribute, JK) . FEAR & (N), Q HFFH IR E
A9 kL 1 (Q-matrix misspecification rate, QM) . J& P43
i (attribute distribution, AD) . Il H Jii & (item quality,
10). AWFHIE IR E R K = 4, BN
R E P AR MR JE YRR (N4jera et al., 2020).
DIAERFZE i A HA0Z 11 3 30 (Sessoms &
Henson, 2018), SUAHBFFOR T H EGSE S 16 #1 32,
BT L, ARSI 1 2 FhSG 454« J = 16[(K = 4)x
JK=4)]. J=32[(K =4)x(JK = 8)]. HAREAW
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L

PiRl

A=
B={1, 2, 3}

8 145 B K IWPVAF
HHEAA. B
IR A={1}; B={2, 3}

V&
FHEAA. B
A={1, 2}; B={3}
FA={1, 3}; B={2}

HEq[ & (110)
A(101)AWald

SrsK Hiqra E (110)F0
(10 ZA R HERIplE

A EKPVAF gl &t
(G 10)7€§jcPVAF

b VRS B (110) R4
JRAEROZAE BRI B R 12
BEZAAN, %ﬁlmﬁﬁ%

W R VEGRIABER, B’
BRMEIAMIZEEER, W4H]
qrEEH(110)

v
<:mmmwmw

qla) B (110)5
PVAFR%>0.95

PR q I
(111)HWald
R A11)H34
JEYERIplE

B EVER IO (111) PR PR
RS BREES MR R 3 B H A

B LR M2 SR B
v

W R VR 2R R
B, RIEHEAE M2 AR R
BRER, WHhiqiE(111)

qEE (11D IEAT
InEE B R E
®

=3

S

A

Kl 2 Wald-XPD Jrik HI T q; a1 i OB 1R i R

7K. 500 F1 1000 (Chen, 2017; de la Torre, 2011; Ma
& de la Torre, 2016), 43 HIRCER/PFEARFIRAEA, A
WFEIAT 48 DI 51, R RAKTFaER 1 s,

x1 REHARHPZIRRKFELE

(S N 2 IKF
AR N 500, 1000
WHERE RO L JK 40 8
B K 4
X H B 10 0.4, 0.6, 0.8
J&YES3 A AD SR (TR 1) S i
FEIRBOE 1Y L) oM 0.15. 0.3
R4 R AL G-DINA #i%l
4.1.2 HIBEK

B Y s M PR BN D o A b = A 15
A K B 43 4 (de 1a Torre & Douglas, 2004), X T
Bi5) oA, A0y JE R AR U T A T g
(14) M 2 AR A b AR A5 AR B LA B X T
e oA, BB RE 1 (0) 2k A TARHEIE &S0 A,
JEPEMERE B S, AE[-1.5, 1512 A 45 2 15 {E (Ma
& de la Torre, 2020),

T H s A . AR 3 AR s E T
H: P(0)~ U (0,0.2)H P;(1) ~ U (0.8, 1); P45
HEi#: P;(0)~ U (0.1,0.3)H P;(1) ~ U (0.7, 0.9);
ik H Fift . P;(0) ~ U (0.2, 0.4)H. P;(1) ~ U (0.6,
0.8), Hth, P; (0)FR U FERT I Z X HER, P, (1)
7N AR I H T ER Y 4 JE R 0 kA iz H
PIAESE . BT A ARE ST PR R ] (1)30T H S bR R
TEJR PR BAT B (2)45 B Jm M AR I 22 A0 10
HSE00) BB G KT 0150 X P SR Br
A 0 JE A B AN 2 E .

B Q HFEFF A LUF BRG] : (DB Q JHFEE
A B WA B HE BF (identity matrix); (2)F% T FA
BN RERESN, A E 2D E— AR (3) Q AR
M 1N EME q M (50%) . 2 ANEYE q 188 (25%)
3 A EME q MR Q5%) A K. XA EE RS
% Z i 5¢ (Ndjera et al., 2021), f# FH& & L HIAY
R q R R R Q MR E
WA BT 0 B R B T 1R 254G et al., 2018),
R ER Q HFERILLBI R . 0.15 F1 0.3, FH1RIX
TESEFE AN IR A FREDLEIA « ()T 5 H 2575
Z /0 —AE M QIR LR R — R

ERNRMET, BB 500 NG, B%
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P 4 A RGH ) LS Q HH R AN H 250 Frfa rO
AT S W R AE R A itk AT .
4.1.3 1EMIEER
QRR (Q-matrix recovery rate) KM Q 4[4
PR L, mT LRI N
J K
;;I(qﬁ? =q%)
QRR = e (10)
o, 1() BFe R, AEIERTEDH j 1Y q 0 &
a8, W I(gh) =q'f) =1, wM (¢ =4%)=
0. qﬁ}? 1 qﬁ) S FoRTHE jEME k EW ¢ T
RMEAE g TR,
TPR (true positive rate)ZR /) B IE bR & J& Pk
[ LA«

M=

2
TPR =22

) _ (O] () _ ()
[(q./i = ./k‘ i _qjk)

=~
Il

|
J K
> > 1(a =a)
j=lk=1
Hr, qﬁz) FoRuiH j st kL g TR
TNR (true negative rate)¥R/N1EIEFIRITE &

(an

P He ] -
J K
Z;;I (4% =%l 4% #4%)
TNR === (12)
: KI (0) ()
S <)
Jj=lk=

ARBFFERE Tl QRR, TPR, TNR KH%4&
A BRI R Z A, 85 % HAbTE bR k1S o
4 HAARMZE R . OS R/RiLE R E, US (under-
specifications) /R 5 i BEE, FRIAA 50N :

J K

05=3>"1(¢% >4 (13)
j=lk=1
J K

us=>1(q} <4 (14)
j=lk=1

PhE S AR AR AR J7 18 S B T Q 4R MR AE IE
R, Hob, QRR, TPR. TNR MU{EMBR, F£RiZ
BIETTIEN Q FE VKR % DL S AR B8 IE M b o I 1
FME IE B B o S Pk i E s s, 18 IE S8R
OS M US ME M /N, Frmiz B IE I AF R /D it
B M35 i BEE a3, B IERUR IR GT .

42 MRER
4.2.1 GDI., Hull, Wald-IC KL% Wald-XPD &
E&ZEAREKELHFRHA

2 53T GDI, Hull (HullP, HullR), Wald-IC

Ph M Wald-XPD 7k 7E 45 I ZR AN RIKF 1 QRR .

TPR. TNR. OS Hl US &, FRH o E s A0 [F 4%
G ORE ) e

B, WIS L RPN G, Q Jh
FRES R E R He ] . 00 H i . AR & DL R 4y
1%} F GDI. Wald-IC. Hull (HullP, HullR)DL
Wald-XPD J7iE7E4S A Fabn bR A W] W52 .
% Hull (HullP . HullR)J5 ¥ 11) TPR #5532 50 H it &
AYSEMR B INGS, TEWTH B 8w SRR, A T
PRI F H ALK o Q HE R4, 1R 15 % 1) L 5]
FREA XS T 4 Fh O L AE 25 D8 h5 i R A7 AE
—EMIFENR, BEE QMR R B E 1Y L9 B AR AR
AR, 4 PV RAELAR Q HFFEIERM .
WA, 4 FOrEES A ehs BRI T
m s . Bt JK M, JK X F GDI, Wald-IC
F1 Wald-XPD 7 QRR #5845 _E R, LKA E
IERTE TNR $5b5 L ARBUEZ B &, i 55
16 JK = 8 /K NI R T JK =4,

HOR, B 4 FMEEINE LA R, I
A AE QRR LA TPR 5 b5 b B4 L8 H B B
4o Hodr, AWF5E g4 Y Wald-XPD 7£ TNR $§
br AR AL T oAb 5%, GDI 7E OS 4845 I
IR, (HIETE US F5bn FRBUAHNEZE; HullR
fE OS fhtr LRI 2, HIRTE US #5845 L RM
AAXT ) ; Wald-1C 7E US $845 BRI 2

R DL 254 Fe BT 0, Wald-XPD L) & HullP
TEAAHER LA XA R B, HAE TNR F545
I Wald-XPD WYRIELS . HAh, 4T Wald-XPD
JETE Wald-1C FEail OB b i ik, Wi T kA
7% FERT Wald-XPD |, Wald-IC L4 & HullP J5 78
QRR., TPR UK TNR X 3 > FE45x Y EARE
P, 38 5 OCTE Wald-XPD 7E TNR f8¥5 b0,
Al Wald-XPD & 1 Q FE M4 a5 2 br & IR T I RE ) o
4.2.2 Wald-XPD 7E&IEiIRIrE BRI RM

& 3 EPLAYSE HullP, Wald-IC L) & Wald-XPD
J7iEAE 48 P AR BIL A4 T 4R45 1% QRR HME..
A& 3 AL, 3 H B T 3 Aoy ik i R B
OB, B H T AR R, QRR (B AE Y
e 38k, BEARRE . Q HFRARIRBEE Y LG L) S8
PEIMEXT T3 3 T ETE QRR #6545 F BRI A 5
W, H##—30, 5t QRR 845117, HullP, Wald-IC
DI N Wald-XPD J5 i iR IACH 2z 7, RIS 10 =
0.4 s} Wald-XPD fit) & B S 06 T 53 AN A 1% o

& 4 I 3 A7k 7E TPR F5 bR 1Ay R I,
H & 4 TN, FERTA 2508 Wald-IC DL A HullP J7
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X2 AEABEZEKRFEHER
B ) oM 10 N JK AD
Ei=L7n ViR —
0.15 0.3 0.4 0.6 0.8 500 1000 4 8 Y51 A wk sy A
GDI 0.906 0.828 0.859  0.922  0.945 0.922  0.922  0.906  0.930 0.938 0.906
Wald-1C 0.945 0.813 0.844 0922  0.969 0906 0938  0.891  0.930 0.938 0.906
QRR  HullP 0.930 0.852 0.875  0.945  0.953 0.938  0.953  0.938  0.945 0.953 0.930
HullR 0.891 0.797 0.844  0.891 0.922  0.898  0.906  0.906  0.906 0.914 0.891
Wald-XPD  0.937 0.867 0.820  0.938 0.969 0906  0.953  0.906  0.945 0.953 0.906
GDI 0.944 0.922 0.933 0.936  0.953 0.936  0.945  0.944  0.936 0.954 0.926
Wald-1C 0.945 0.933 0.908 0.954 0969  0.933 0956  0.944  0.945 0.956 0.938
TPR  HullP 0.963 0.936 0.963 0.961 0.956  0.953  0.969  0.963  0.956 0.967 0.953
HullR 0.936 0.911 0.953 0.927 0930  0.927 0944  0.956  0.922 0.944 0.926
Wald-XPD  0.944 0.900 0.835 0.944 0969 0917 0953 0920 0944 0.953 0.927
GDI 0.800 0.684 0.421 0.789  0.900  0.711 0.737  0.579  0.842 0.800 0.684
Wald-1C 0.789 0.579 0.405 0.700  0.900  0.632  0.684  0.526  0.789 0.700 0.632
TNR  HullP 0.800 0.684 0.368 0.833 0.947  0.737  0.800  0.600  0.895 0.816 0.700
HullR 0.684 0.579 0.263 0.676  0.895 0.600  0.632  0.421  0.763 0.684 0.579
Wald-XPD  0.900 0.816 0.684 0900  0.947  0.840  0.894  0.700  0.920 0.900 0.830
GDI 0 3 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Wald-IC 1 5 3 1 0 1 0 1 0 0 1
oS HullP 1 5 5 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
HullR 8 11 9 9 6 8 8 5 11 7 8
Wald-XPD 1 3 4 1 0 2 1 1 1 1 1
GDI 7 10 9 7 5 7 6 5 9 5 8
Wald-IC 6 10 11 6 3 8 5 5 8 5 7
Us HullP 5 8 6 5 4 5 4 3 6 4 6
HullR 2 5 5 2 1 2 1 1 2 1 2
Wald-XPD 5 8 12 4 3 7 5 5 6 4 7
e MR FREIRIEAFIKE T R 455% .
N=500 N=500 N=1000 N=1000
JK=4 JK=8 JK=4 JK=8
1.00 S a1 ) e ——— -8
= —— — | o S
075 &~ 4 ol = ?
\
0.50 My
0.25 + =
ol 52
1.00 F ™ I I —_a———aE
e S e - =
075 &~ & & S g
0.50 F ¥ g
025 F % L
é ot O%
o
1.00 F " A aE
'/——“/'——-_. f«/f’l——ir /,_:l:—::,—":—. _7/—/—,,’5.'*" .
0.75 """ - L - T §
0.50 ‘@'ﬂ
025 | ® A
ok o<
1.00 F
SR R ——=M —— P — =M N 4&
0.75 [ — - - Tg
0.50 j};m
0.25 + % I
0 2

Jrk

i H R

HullP

A - Wald-IC

—m-- Wald-XPD

04 05 06 07 0804 05 0.6 07 0804 05 0.6 0.7 0804 05 0.6 0.7 08

¥ 3 HullP, Wald-IC 5 Wald-XPD J5¥:7E QRR 545 I 3230
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N=500 N=500 N=1000 N=1000
JK = JK=8 JK=4 JK=8

1.00 e :/r;,‘;“__._. }'4;;"-_“_. "__,,.————I §——8——8 -‘Q-lé
0.75 (&~ ?1\_%
0.50 - M
025 % L
A %5
1.00 W [g—a——— S| [ ———a——— 8 g ————a—— 8 e
0.75 lm—~ ?E
2
0.50 - ¥ i
L % ]

0.25 s
| cE

= 1.00 F
~—— | a ¥ A g8 ‘::—’;**‘“—‘“ o g
075 lw——~ = ol TR
0.50 | ﬁﬂ-g
025 - % I
ok o9
1.00 P b a———a———A & g A——————— A 2
0.75 w——"" o = ol ?§
0.50 | gg{ng
025 rgﬁ Il
04 05 06 07 0804 05 06 07 0804 05 06 07 0.804 05 06 0.7 08
T H B
yik-S HullP -4 -Wald-IC —m=- Wald-XPD

B 4 HullP. Wald-IC 5 Wald-XPD J51:7F TPR 845 I 7= 30

EIREDS B E Y TPR . T H R X T Wald-
XPD FikMIERIA —ER R, 240 H kAL
s, Wald-XPD 7E TPR $845 R BA U1 Wald-1C

PAK HullP J7 ik PG D H s 4 5, 3 Moy ikse
TPR F545 [ AIZRILAH Y .
B s B SE 3 Ao EETE TNR 4845 L AYREL

N=500 N =500 N=1000 N=1000
JK=4 JK=8 JK =4 JK=8
1.00 | J—— P SE—— a8 q
0751 -7 o w SRSy e SR
il g s X #
050 - 7 g
0.25 ¢ g !
0k o2
1.00 F S O
I e og
0.75 | /,r’/,/l [ Sl 2 o wT ?é
os0 ™ & s - - %1
025 5" A %”
E 0L O%
1.00 F ——m —m e
_ _ TR
0.75 - //,l—'*:fl w- A ///l—~—j B |w— ?$
050 ™ & - il ) S M
A A % 1
0.25 |z my
ok o2
1.00 F
. g _ w1 34&‘«;
0.75 1 //,a—/ffA St //,.’f/”l m A P
0.50 (==~ g w LA o g;rm
0.25 [~~~ A-—> %é
ob v e e
04 05 0.6 07 0804 05 0.6 07 0804 05 06 07 0804 05 06 0.7 08
T H R
Jrk HullP -4 Wald-IC —=-Wald-XPD

Bl 5 HullP. Wald-IC 55 Wald-XPD J7£7E TNR 545 F 193RI
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TEFTA 408, Wald-XPD J5 57 TNR $545 LAY
AL B AL, XF e Wald-XPD J5 #: 76 TPR 52 TNR
Ry, ARIE B ST TR AT
— LB AR S A, i R o AE R I BT AT
Wald-XPD fEARUIREA Q M I br e ()& Tk,
WEEARE I Q HE M HE A5 14 J M L I 30K 2
B I H BT A M Q R R 1R T LE A v
HullP 7RI 2, 45 G RIS HullP 78
TPR 545 L AZRILAT A, BAR HullP J7ikAE - R IE
s 2 @ 1k 7 W A T Wald-XPD, {Hi2 B £
AR R T AR bR E R M . R, HullP J7 B:481 1 4%
A WA TE R i Q I v ) M L ZE AR R A
TR ZEE R b, BAR Wald-1C J5 376 TNR _F 3%
BOLT HullP, {HAEFEREE 9 H BT 942 5 HullP 7E
ZHUE R PR T Wald-1C., HullP, Wald-1C
LI Wald-XPD J7¥:4E TNR 55 _E 0 R BZREAR
w MK E . WH R RO AR E
s W b BEE Q R4S R LUK . T3
H 4 g . DS B2 34 0, HullP A1 Wald-1C 7k
) TNR {HA Pr#gs, (B8 T Wald-XPD 7 iki)
TNR 8.

5 SCuREEdE B

AHIE R FHSE IR B g i — 25 % 48 Wald-XPD Jf
BRI, IF5 HullP, Wald-IC J7rEdbfTHbES . B
TS E A K g6 5 AREL R 3K A4 pks (Heller
& Wickelmaier, 2013), 3k [ 7% [E K 2= 43 (Tuebingen)
KA —22 L8, E 504 28087 12 MR
WIS H FRVEZS, Philipp 25 A (2018)IA KX 4
BAREILNL T 4 FOREMIEM:: o GRS
KA o (VS35 00 X) 3 F5 4 & A A
K)oy GHE WA T RFEEFE R AR, o,
(AP IS, S A IRER), e X TR 3
NI LR Q HiE

ARBFFEIEM AT G-DINA BEAIHEZR R, i Jf]
HullP, Wald-IC A K Wald-XPD J5 %% Ji 4 Q 4HFf
BT THEIE . 2 3 P AYSS R IR, HullP Jr k3B iE
T 6 MILER, Wald-IC JFEHBEIET 5 PMICRK,
Wald-XPD J5 ik —ILAEIET 16 N~ICEK, Wald-IC J7
BB IER) 5 AN ICR B A5 TE Wald-XPD J5 B 1E /Y
JCRZ, ARG« X5 5 Rk & 4
B R IR Q AEFE . HullP, Wald-IC & Wald-XPD
TEBEIEE I Q M A SRl &R B, WA
TEbRELEG . AHXTHLS 845 AIC (Akaike information
criterion)fil BIC (Bayesian information criterion), &
FR{E B4 %5 814 (limited-information absolute fit)$g
b My, RO ULE $6 45 RMSEA, (root mean square
error of approximation; Liu et al., 2016), 453 L3
4o WAHXTHUGFEFRF, Quuie SRTFRAER) AIC 45
bR, Qxpep B AIC #8455 HEZE; Qxep K1 HAER
BIC f8¥5, HUZE Qic, Quue 19 BIC F8bric 25, R,
Wald-XPD J5 % B 15 B9 Q 4 M4 YA XS UL 5 45 b i

x3 R QEEUREFEXNBEMEIERR

SA Jith Q ik

o a, o, a,
1 1 0 0 0
2 0 1* 0* 0
3 0 0 1 0
4 0 0 0 1
5 1* 1 0 on
6 1* 1 0 0
7 1* 0* 1* 0
8 1* 0* 1 0*
9 1 0 0 14
10 0 IF#A 0 1
11 1*#A 1*#A 0 1
12 1* 0 1*#1 1

2 #28 Wald-XPD ik 0 & M, #28 Wald-1C Jr ik M5 (14 &
e, A8 HullP 7 35 2 ) Ja v

x4 ET3IMAFEREENSE Q EEMIMUSIEIR

AXFULA FE AR A RAE B RLA e br
Q M,
AIC BIC RMSEA,

M, df p
Qoriginal 4979.256 5245.278 23.919 15 0.067 0.0343
Qxep 4962.484 5152.500 51.991 33 0.019 0.0338
Qic 4964.200 5171.110 50.051 29 0.009 0.0380
Qe 4954912 5178.709 40.037 25 0.029 0.0345
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o FEAXTIUATRIR My b, Qi p < 0.01, £
Wald-IC 7B IER Q HiFF 55 R4 Quune
Qxrp H p (H 23514 0.029 F110.019, W] HullP FI
Wald-XPD Jr A B 1R 5 19 Q AR MR A 7E 0.01 25
TRV B LB A A 1 AR5 o XT T RMSEA,
febrini s, HAEMEEE 0 B ERCR B, HP Qxep
] RMSEA, 5 4% T 0, Bl Qxpp 7E RMSEA, &5
AR RN (Liu et al., 2016), L4 % JEAH XL
A X LG RGE LG R AR, AR N R
Wald-XPD JriEBIEfG 1Y Q HEFETERIARI—E 54 &
75 T e P A

o R UL, AHFSE R H PR — B
) CDM HESE T IF & BA T iz FIVERY Q H R & IE
Jrik o PRk, SRR A3 AT A SR SRR Q AR R
BIE, A EIR R G-DINA B8 A JERE i — 7
Ui H 7K I B F7 A8 AY v %6 (Liu, Andersson, et al.,
2019). 5350, M, Gt AE R S 4GS B BoE I, B
BRIPITURSEGE Z 0, WTREAAEG TR TS AR 2
R (3% Chen et al., 2018), Z$0|1f 5, X H R
1 Quoriginal M MAMEIET Y Qxpp HFE T AL Qorigina
hHREAAERZ S ERENITE, FHit, $3
Qoriginal 1 My BTN p (HKT 0.01. SH it
5% (Liu et al., 2016), A SCIA Ky 7E A A - 3w 40 &
PEM 5, JERELE ST E RMSEA, IR &%
Wil

M8 2 3 B 45 5 AT %0, Wald-XPD J7 & 1IE )&
P, X o EIERZ, MEIE 6 MEH, B2 o
M1 AER 0, fil4n, 55 6 Eie—A & T A& 20 AL
TEERRIA: 4 HEA, 14 D56, 2 206,
BE ML R A AR AR E 27 ik
AN AT DL 1A iz R e s R R AR Y
W (), RIVREMLAECY KB A 2 s, SR
J& 1290 ST SR R A SR R AT 45 H OE
58 XFT 5. 6.0 7 HURDL, MR o, B RIAE
S P, o AIELTFIR . RN, 55 11 84
JEHA 50 %, 20 R RAAR, 10 &5l )
W o RIS ORI TE G . L EE Y
RENZRBAN, MESMm s 27 »
R G 0 SRR R Rk T S, THR R
PRI VR IR 2 A4 T 2 S8 T 2l 07 A R 3 1) 7 A4~
WAz FAE AR (o), A ER a MHETRE
SRR ) B, W o N RLTE . FE 5. 6. 7. 8. 11,
12 X 6 FEH, o ANJELTH, Wald-XPD J57ik3

IEHBIE T 45 R PRE 1Y o o BT LA, 1] Wald-XPD
B IETTIERIS 1 Qxep HFFTERLS | HA G HME,

EASE R, ASWF5E rh 42 i 0y Q 25 B IE Ty
B MAEEBE k1), fE—EfE R Bl LUk G &
FhRE Q MR WM, WL KM, HEEM
JrEFRER Q MEFEARRE HIEME N R AN Q HFE,
RZAE R & FhrE Q Mk E 22 7% (Xu & Shang,
2018).

6 TS REE

6.1 ZHig5itit

CDM A E 5 5E 19 Q FH M AR IS HE 1 )&
M5 T 4325 (Rupp & Templin, 2008), DLA:MF5T # 2
H) GDI, Wald-IC. Hull J5VE7E L5000 W 1S 5
W ERORAG B A R, (HX By 1 Q B R A R
b g 1 ME AU SRR AR 5T 42 (8 FH 58 35 1) XPD
FE TR T Q AEFRE IE A 7 2 (Wald-XPD J7i%),
FERGHV THAR , MG KE . Q MR E
Pl . Je Mo A 45 PR N Q A BRI IE 45 SR 52
K SEURER A 7 1B H 1) Wald-XPD Jy B 7E 5%
R H R B S A

AL RFEM . (DI, Wald-XPD 7
PRI T GDI. Hull , Wald-IC 755 . Wald-XPD
FEARERETRAN GDI. Hull, Wald-IC JyiEfE—864%
X TAE A 8 B E AR BUR A B 2 4k, HAE Q
SR PR A2 RO B8 L 0 B o i 1 1) LU A8 T A
EHF I, (2) GDI., Hull, Wald-IC F1 Wald-XPD
Dy kR W H it e . FEAR RGO . R R
BOmMUA R Q HEFRESIRIEE HBIREAL, FEEBIE Q
FEME LA ELFRERM . (3)M HullP, Wald-1C DL K&
Wald-XPD J7 ik —20 LA 45 3 v 0, 3 Ao ik AE
Q HFEYR I %7 TH 25 548/, HullP, Wald-IC 7E{#
P IE A b Y J 1 T T ) R I UL T Wald-XPD Jy
2, BFEFTA ISR, Wald-XPD J5 Bk 7E B IE
FERBR AT 1 8 M T R LA T 55 AN R T v o
() TR ST 25 S 2 B, Wald-XPD Jrikf&IE
J5 1 Q M 5 AR A SR RIS B

TEABFAERIAN 5 B FR , W H Bt x GDI,
Hull, Wald-IC , Wald-XPD J5 ik R BLRYSE 4 K,
A £ TN B0 BE A X 4 FE TE T Bk R I —E 1Y
FZNA o B b B0 42 1 D DR AT e, 00 o o
FEAS SR D B ) 364 8 K, AR AR 2 I v
MR ST CDM RSB E NG BB,
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I, LLE 4 Fhorik iR d ity . 5 AT
%M(Kang et al., 2019; Ma & de la Torre, 2020;
Nijera et al., 2021), AFFEIEFINNEPES A XS T
GDI, Hull, Wald-IC, Wald-XPD % 7E TNR $545
R FRBA A e o X R G Y i PR AT g
S, YRR NI B 53 A i iR T RE T M A AR AR
S RER AR AR 1Y, RO SR 24 S I R e v
& WX T SENE B R —Fr. YEMRMN
e B oA, e M Z AR — o 1 SR, ffi sk
JE IR A AT e S LU, D Ah—uk
Ja& P AR AR 0 A AR LU BRI, el il W ¢4k
B N PR L S A S BN R B D . TR,
MBI S oAy, 4 FOTETES RS B
IR - Q FH PR 1= 18 22 1Y LU % GDI, Wald-IC .
Hull 77 3R B2 8K, BEE Q FEFF A R E L
BRI REAL, BTREE RS &1 QRR . TPR A1 TNR
H, X5EeAMRER—E(Ma & de la Torre, 2020;
Néjera et al., 2021), ZRIM, Q K411 & 1 L5l
X Wald-XPD 7 i & 30 14 52 i W AR X A8 /0N, 256
Wald-XPD 7E TNR 545 E YR, A5 N 0] i
& Wald-XPD 7£ 3% AU45 g B8 2R b BB 8 A 35018 1
Q M FREES R bR E 1Bk

AN, WFFE4s 2, Wald-XPD J7i%7E TPR
F1 TNR $845 [ 5 Wald-IC . HullP J5 &R A,
7€ TPR #84% I, Wald-XPD 323 H Ji 5+ (1% 1% 5% i B
4, 7E TNR #5845 I, Wald-IC F1 HullP 523 H i &%
DL R i 5 B 6 s W R B3R )52 el B I, . TPR 4845
BUEAR, BT Q HFFAE IF Jy vk M0 1n] T8 BOE B br e
() Pk, TNR E (B AR 356 Q A& 1 J5 A8 ele
b B RE 155 . 55 TPR. TNR PI-M 845 1]
A, HAR Wald-XPD ik AEM B BT i B AR A4 T
REAE RN A B G TE A 1 As 1 B 1, (HRAEAE S
FEE SOE WA B PE R . #:3% Z, Wald-XPD
ik BRI T QB IER R, (HIRAEW H i
RN AT, A Re S IR B IE T 1IE Wi
FEW) g JGE . Wald-IC L HullP BARTED H it
BRI S5 T ASAEAE 328 B2 4G BCIE i b a8 e ) i
ml, (HETC A RUE IE A R AR 1 v, o2
HullP 777k, FrLA, ARGF52 @il Q HiFFEIE T
B, SRR E B, A WH B AR, TR
EZMMEIETT . 275 L 55 Wk i AR A5 HEw 1y
Q Mk,

AR C+HiiF WS XPD FME, 7E—&
FEEE L RefeEE S Q JEFFEIEM B, (HE, AT

Wald-XPD J5 i 7% e Al b i) 43 S 5 H R AR
177 AT, fE— e 55 T BERERT K . i,
Wald-XPD J5 ¥ e f 0P B B2 12.50 s, K
SR A 2L 746.01 s, Wald-XPD J5 16 455
PSR T P38 s ) WL S
6.2 MIREE

AHFFE ) Wald-XPD J7 316 Q 4E [ & 1E h
ARIFH R, (BAFETE—L AN B Z AL, (615 )52
o HE— 53T (1) R SR Wald-XPD Giil &4 B
BRI o0 A (o 43 A ), R 2% GDI 2807 kR kE
N i 7 — AU AE, AR TF5E B RS IR AR
SCANTE 0.05 & 35 PEKSE B X Wald-XPD Se it 1
RIHEAT T W E VR, ARRMFFEH AT DLk — 04K
A TA] A9 B 2 PR /K S X T Wald-XPD 4e it & R B
oM o ()ARWFFEAL LA SE B AR B RE Th i XPD 4E [
FHE Wald Go it w847 Q JEMEEIE, BR T XPD HikE
ZAh, BEFEAE A T DL A 58 4 AF S PR A Y
Wald gt it T Q MM & 1, 1 Liu %5 A (2021)4%
S A ISR AR B R LA S = AR B RS o AN TR
R ST R B MR Y Wald ST AE Q A ks
1B IE H I R AL E AR E— B0 5E . Q) AR FTANAE
G-DINA AR Q A M-S IE ik 1 X o,
G-DINA BEEE 1T 0-1 40 IS5 5, (HAEL
S5 HBFME P AR Z N 2 g0 n8dE . o
P& TARZEEM T 2490140 CDM, L4t
4% GDM (von Davier, 2008), ffF5¢3# Al LI¥ Wald-
XPD Jrikdh B 2 Yt iR, I ERAEL
Gt R . (D ASHIF ST AE 5 2EH 2 Y
Wald-XPD J5 kRIS, 5 —IRKIEIER GDI.
Wald-1IC 7735847 T i, o & ikl GDI,
Wald-IC 753k v Ik AT, Wik t GDI 77k (Néjera
et al., 2020), WAk, A HANEBEIER L, W
BB IEF31)#48 2% (Terzi & de la Torre, 2018)5%, Hf
G AR P20 X 2 7 5 Wald-XPD J5 ik ilb 47
FL# . (5) Wang 25 A (2020) A 176 Q AEFFER 7 E
RSB, GDI A Wald-1C J7ETEAL HHHT 0 H 19 q
] PRI, BT, AORAIFGEE 1T LAFE Q HHFE
T4y EL A DL R dE— 2 0EA Wald-XPD J5 kA3t
Q MR, JIF5EAM Q MMtk
ICC-IR JFik(E KRR, s, 24 45, 2018). I
SR D> k(e 4F, 2015). AES% Q MEFERE
#E(Lim & Drasgow, 2017). BBt 2% 1 (Feng,
2013)., ISR LLKG 36 (Wang et al., 2020)% )5 ek 47
55 o
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F= 5 Wald-XPD i ZEME G THFEHIZITHIE(S)

R4 AD oM 10 N JK B} ]
1 ¥ 5y 0.15 0.4 500 4 476.16
2 =5 B o3 A 0.15 0.4 500 4 195.68
3 Y5153 1 0.15 0.4 500 8 706.40
4 I i 0.15 0.4 500 8 654.93
5 Bope B i 0.15 0.4 1000 4 302.90
6 =5 By 4310 0.15 0.4 1000 4 746.01%*
7 ¥ 5y A 0.15 0.4 1000 8 505.79
8 =5 B o3 A 0.15 0.4 1000 8 320.67
9 Y5153 4 0.15 0.6 500 4 68.17
10 = By o A 0.15 0.6 500 4 67.66
11 Bope B i 0.15 0.6 500 8 54.11
12 =5 By 43 0.15 0.6 500 8 81.36
13 Y5153 1 0.15 0.6 1000 4 21.35
14 =5 B o3 A 0.15 0.6 1000 4 90.22
15 Bope B i 0.15 0.6 1000 8 56.11
16 = By o A 0.15 0.6 1000 8 113.40
17 ¥ 5y A 0.15 0.8 500 4 12.93
18 =5 B o3 A 0.15 0.8 500 4 21.20
19 Y5153 4 0.15 0.8 500 8 23.63
20 I i 0.15 0.8 500 8 46.23
21 Bope B i 0.15 0.8 1000 4 12.97
22 =5 By 431 0.15 0.8 1000 4 12.50#
23 Y5153 1 0.15 0.8 1000 8 48.36
24 =5 B o3 A 0.15 0.8 1000 8 32.42
25 Y5153 4 0.3 0.4 500 4 114.85
26 = By o A 0.3 0.4 500 4 223.68
27 ¥ 5y i 0.3 0.4 500 8 750.26
28 =5 B o3 A 0.3 0.4 500 8 310.86
29 Y5153 1 0.3 0.4 1000 4 163.41
30 e B 3 A 0.3 0.4 1000 4 226.47
31 Bope B i 0.3 0.4 1000 8 510.00
32 =5 By 431 0.3 0.4 1000 8 696.73
33 Y553 A 0.3 0.6 500 4 63.20
34 =i 0.3 0.6 500 4 111.59
35 Y5153 4 0.3 0.6 500 8 64.36
36 = By o A 0.3 0.6 500 8 111.91
37 ¥ 5y 0.3 0.6 1000 4 61.61
38 =5 By 431 0.3 0.6 1000 4 77.84
39 Y5153 1 0.3 0.6 1000 8 95.48
40 e B 3 A 0.3 0.6 1000 8 152.57
41 Bope B i 0.3 0.8 500 4 45.05
42 = By o A 0.3 0.8 500 4 12.75
43 ¥ 5y i 0.3 0.8 500 8 22.22
44 =i 0.3 0.8 500 8 72.12
45 Y5153 4 0.3 0.8 1000 4 15.34
46 = By o A 0.3 0.8 1000 4 25.56
47 Bope B i 0.3 0.8 1000 8 54.40
48 =5 By 431 0.3 0.8 1000 8 190.39

. *8 Wald-XPD Jr ik fE B4 F B e 2 17 [, #28 Wald-XPD Jr ik eI A4 W S s AT Il
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Abstract

A Q-matrix, which defines the relations between latent attributes and items, is a central building block of
the cognitive diagnostic models (CDMs). In practice, a Q-matrix is usually specified subjectively by domain
experts, which might contain some misspecifications. The misspecified Q-matrix could cause several serious
problems, such as inaccurate model parameters and erroneous attribute profile classifications. Several Q-matrix
validation methods have been developed in the literature, such as the G-DINA discrimination index (GDI), Wald
test based on an incomplete information matrix (Wald-IC), and Hull methods. Although these methods have
shown promising results on Q-matrix recovery rate (QRR) and true positive rate (TPR), a common drawback of
these methods is that they obtain poor results on true negative rate (TNR). It is important to note that the worse
performance of the Wald-IC method on TNR might be caused by the incorrect computation of the information
matrix.

A new Q-matrix validation method is proposed in this paper that constructs a Wald test with a complete
empirical cross-product information matrix (XPD). A simulation study was conducted to evaluate the performance
of the Wald-XPD method and compare it with GDI, Wald-IC, and Hull methods. Five factors that may influence
the performance of Q-matrix validation were manipulated. Attribute patterns were generated following either a
uniform distribution or a higher-order distribution. The misspecification rate was set to two levels: QM = 0.15
and OM = 0.3. Two sample sizes were manipulated: 500 and 1000. The three levels of IQ were defined as high
1Q, P;(0) ~ U (0, 0.2) and P;(1) ~ U (0.8, 1); medium IQ, P;(0) ~ U (0.1, 0.3) and P; (1) ~ U (0.7, 0.9); and low
1Q, P;(0) ~ U (0.2, 0.4) and P; (1) ~ U (0.6, 0.8). The number of attributes was fixed at K = 4. Two ratios of the
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number of items to attribute were considered in the study: J = 16[(K = 4)x(JK = 4)] and J = 32[(K = 4)x(JK = 8)].

The simulation results showed the following.

(1) The Wald-XPD method always provided the best results or was close to the best-performing method
across the different factor levels, especially in the terms of the TNR. The HullP and Wald-IC methods produced
larger values of QRR and TPR but smaller values of TNR. A similar pattern was observed between HullP and
HullR, with HullP being better than HullR. Among the Q-matrix validation methods considered in this study, the
GDI method was the worst performer.

(2) The results from the comparison of the HullP, Wald-IC, and Wald-XPD methods suggested that the
Wald-XPD method is more preferred for Q-matrix validation. Even though the HullP and Wald-IC methods
could provide higher TPR values when the conditions were particularly unfavorable (e.g., low item quality, short
test length, and low sample size), they obtain very low TNR values. The practical application of the Wald-XPD
method was illustrated using real data.

In conclusion, the Wald-XPD method has excellent power to detect and correct misspecified g-entry. In
addition, it is a generic method that can serve as an important complement to domain experts’ judgement, which
could reduce their workload.

Keywords cognitive diagnostic models, Q-matrix, XPD information matrix, Wald test





