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PSYCHOLOGICAL EXPLORATION

[ I Bootstrap Jji&TFFEINMB WA

A
(1. PHRgR R, R 400715 52. VER R # G2 1 B BT sy, B K 4007155
3. H AT R M O R QT PO P R RS A0 o, TR 400715 34 T8 PR B2 B[Rl €017 o0 TR 4007155
5. R RE TR REE OB R, B, PRI 61820 £E)

B EMNEEEAHITMNERETN—AETZHAF, AL RS EZENZ AP,
A A BB FAT 69 F R — AN ETRABR MR BT 8 B R 3 4G )5 B R A Ao L PR
BMEZAME, BRRER, AL RHRMNBER A EGEMNEL, AT Bootstrap A, 2B T H
EEBEREEAEXEENEF, S NAREME RIS ENG —S ik, BIEMPTERT HF
RO T RAERR BREAKERAAR AR B HF T AN, FE TRERHEEK
ECPE for o #0869 FEALEBIE T 3 5  TAT M, BE , 5 B8 B-a B £347 T

KR 1 IAFa i B 3R4F ; Bootstrap ; 42 &
HE4EE:B841.2 ZHkFRIRAD A

1 5§

N2 W1 ¥4 ( cognitive diagnostic assessment,
CDA) N E MU #0971 56 HE #UX . CDA
RHEAAMLBER B BE S KT, B RRIZ W LA
P B ERIEN . 8 AR A AL T, v
BESRIN 5 5550, 48 S 2B FF RA X R B R R, 52
BAPEAE S . B, AR W o — 400 3
TS AL (R AT, 2550, TR ,2012)

CDA I 56 AT VR4, B 0L, 1000 36 5 8 R o
TIHERE. NEFEEEHENRREN N EE
a5 (IR OB, M5 145,2011) . —DRAFHINE, §
SERLZAIEAE TR [ —HE 0 B, ZEAS Rl i (B] 2 3
HGRBIMMEERRE—BW, ELHS5HEF RS
t R Rk 2N AR E T, R, RE
PERRTR o 15 B ) R A 2 0 B 2 22 I B A 5T
I, ENAME M5 BT R B IR (B R S8 T
2 M S PR B I B R N IS HESR NI 5 . T AE
CDA w1, Z0AR /0 WAR By B 58, Bk, X+ T
[FFEARIN 36 ) CDA, X HAF B MR R Wt AR %A
DEFANE,

E T, CDA th {5 EERFR RIRIAL T & JR B B.
= MR ST £ 24 : (1) Templin 55 (2013) 48 13
TREEEMITE T, (AR ERELEENTE
Fro Z53CHF Templin (¥ 75 85 FRAE “ 43 A R BE 7o
(2) Cui, Gierl I Chang(2012) & F 5B R/ E

MEHS 1003 -5184(2018)05 - 0433 - 07

B T SR AR DA B CDA SR (E
B EARRINEENE . (3) Wang,Song, Chen, Meng
1 Ding (2015 ) T/ AW, #2110 T JB P /5 BE At
AEESRR, 558 T ZATMUISE. # Cui FHJ7HE
AT B G R A H B BA LRI, A0
Wang FJ7 PR —BERL” o XEERFEHE A
[7i) B AR 35t - a7 I R A () I 31 A3 0 )5 T
R AL R A AR . BB R B 2N
Ty AE B (test — retest reliability ) 3§45, {Hi%
R SBEA VAR, (HILE S SFTERE,
B[R] —HEAEE R AR Al — b, i T RELER
ZEMIFFEAE , WARME PR IR HT 5 75 YOI 36 1y 45 R 58 42—
o LI TG b R I TR 43 B — 2L, T
TE CDA v 0 2= BL oy J B MR 2R 0 A 340 B o0 A A —
B g, 7E CDA hIF & B A6 I B S PRI 0L, BB
R FEYLIR 22 E BENNGEER R EREE, A4
FET KNSR, R F Bootstrap J7 254 )5 Sk
FRGHBRI AR, R H T WiSEH B PE R S
FEHRIR . SR —RRIERRZEA R , AP EH5 - ARC
( Attribute — level Reliability base on Correlation ) Fll
PRC (Pattern — level Reliability base on Correlation ) ;
B RIRMEBIE Bk, AW R IR : ARM (At-
tribute — level Reliability base on Multiplication ) #ll
PRM ( Pattern — level Reliability base on Multiplica-
tion) o HTHE AR [ I A Aot 38 7 R 00 B 5 AR Y —

» BEWE B RASGLEPEMRFTFESTE (15YJC190003) ,2017 48 i 4L 2B MR H B (2017PY20) , ot Je g KL 2L A BL A

k45 L WHE 4 (SWU1809106) ,
BEEE :58% ,E — mail : happygl1229@ swu. edu. cn,
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BRI B ME B, AR Z A0 A T #4858 —
RN AR R —BUE R BRI
FRIME RIS T H— M 25 R, i F %
K BEVLIR 2% FBAE N, i@ 1 Bootstrap J5 ik BHAH 1E
FERMIGEER . HEEH SRR SIET 5T
TR, AR 5 0 o0 AE G HE R — B AT
Lb# o

SCEHANT A A 5 BN 430 5
AHIRE . — Bk 1k B F Bootstrap $H A 14 B B #T 6
bR, S HHBEL R, £ R—ENTR., £
FRA SRR S . B —ERA A 5THE
2 BEMEXEENITEAZ

EXAXFEANFS: BER E(E = 1,2,
K) A i(i = 1,2, ,N) JEEHN( = 1,2,
J) o%ﬁiﬁi %%ﬂiﬂqﬁ?&ﬂﬂ o; = (ail y U a"',aiK) ’:/H\:
B oo, BB E, 0, = | Rl i EBE LB
Ly = 0 WREREMEREZEHQ = (o7,
" e ) FEMAL M L,L = 25,0 R
J = KB, LR q, = 1 RRFBBERTEENE
PE,q; = 0 RIRAKRFBR RPN E 2, = (5,25,
%) %y = 1 RIRERT x; = 0 FREH A5 WAk
%ﬁ%ﬁﬁpi,post = (P; ’P; 9”"Pi2) ,;H\:EF' P;lk =P{0‘i
=) Ix} B Z1 P =1, Bk bR P,
= ZlelPJ (Olli = 1) ,;H\:':F'(OL; = l)ﬂﬂ*gi‘lglﬁ, %'l
oy =1 BTEUER 1, EREEH O,

2.1 waimisk

Templin 5 (2013) A& CDA w8 PE15 B2
HIJG PRI S %750 & @tk L RS A —
BHRRE B THRRE a2 0% 8, BU#E P4
AR B ENMEE, LB

WY+ 45 R i+ B 8 b B R R A
{E lsik;

BRI R, TEAHIN o =1 & o =1,
ol =1 & al? =0,0l” =0 & o =1,a{"” =0 &
ay) =0 o FAFR(1) FI(2) FRBIUHEN ; N ~Hk
)& P 0 B R A THE 43 A B A AR I RS
A iil
P(ai(kl) = 19ai(k2) = 1) = Z?;Pik *Pik/N

P(af = 1,0 =0) = ¥ Pux(1-P,)/N
P(ai(kl) = 0,ai(k2) =1) = 211(1 _Pik) *Pik/N

N N N
P(al(kl) = 0,ai(k2) = 0) = 2i=l(1 _Ptk) £

(1-Py)/N
(1)

T IRRITE I AHK, AR & IWE
M5 BE
MA (1) AT LAE Y, Templin 548 7455
WHEINEE IR (SEPRIFARMEI) | IR 28 — R ik T4
RIEETHE - RER., LHMBIIGHAIG X =T
+ E, X Wl 80, T hEDHGE RanFibliRE,
WAL N E SR I AR i R R MG R,
HHE-DHELIRZR . R4 CDA WEKAY
22BN B IS ], (H BT R, B [F] 3t
PR R 31000 B, o AR X O TIE T I 0 56 79 321 B
BEARTE 2 —B, P, MR R T IR R BRI
HERTLPARES WL, =5 ENRZEB ARG B
.
2.2 —HMBFE
Wang Z54E4E T Templin Z5%5 CDA th il (37
FESCHUEA, S 0 T R B R R T
';’k = 2 z (PNXZ' *PNXZ)/N

R (R M HH T

Y = 2 EI,(PNXL' *PNXL)/N (3)

%%sz H‘J%iﬁ:jfﬂﬁ‘yﬂ:ﬁxz = (1 _I;ikal;ik) ’
FORPOR | REIE (SR B bl bR )
W, N = 2 5 BRHOR | ER M b LR
MAHEN Py = 0.9, 80K 2 7@ H: k 1 fo bR sR
N Py = 0.7, 0 Py, = (0.1,0.9),P,, =
(0.3,0.7) ,, =

(0.1 x0.1 +0.9x0.9) +(0.3x0.3+0.7 x0.7)
2

0.7cPyy = (P;) HEHMRNTG AT RRALL, T
FORIA FTREMAMPVRE . 5. = " RORHEREXT
N IGER AR

HAR(2) M) FTLUE S, XH R E
HRAR S — R 50 1) 5 BB 2R 43 A Al PRt 3R 4E
FTHE KUK KL R, %R A Templin 55—
FE IR T AR L
2.3 % T Bootstrap #9#7 75 %

Bootstrap J& DAFE AR AR B, TR A i
AT AR, B R 0 DEIRA R — A, X
FRBRFREH#HITEZR, A= EZ AR TR
MEAFAR R T TS E (LR, 47,
2015) ,
2.3.1 BHEGEEMITE

{8 Bootstrap J7 35115 CDA (MR (5 BE 2P TR
W

ARG 25 RIS K A8 P i bR %

(2)
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A Py Py, P
B AN B, R A B IR
MMESEFG B I P, %M B(E, SE, (k) =
A/ P,(1 - P,) HHARMES (Rupp, Templin, & Hens-
on,2010; 35 , #5Mi4: , 1 EF,2015) . BEA R BH
HUMBC A i, iR R k BME R P, Al
2% SE, (k).
MIEASTE N(P,, SE (k) #liBR—E, it
Tk P ik, BYEBR | 55 YOS5 2 90 bRk ;
THBE QM@ MK, WA (P,
P'ik’m),m =1,2,---M;
S BB RSB ARC HI ARM 4557 .
ARC = cor(]i’ik,m,li"ik’m (4)
ARM = 33 (Pha * Phy, (5)

cor R EWIFIER # B /RIFZE A K Pl
AR (2) 1l Py, REVET, O T HORENG
B Y P00 o A % 52 4 4 R IR, R Py #
P, RS AR
2.3.2 HREEMITE

Bootstrap Jy B 7+ B M = fF B, X 578 F 4 B
(1) BARES B HHRE RHHEE H BR S AR 4y
5 P,y = (P Py, Py CGEBTE RSO
MAP 5 250 1 S0 EUIR 75 0 19 B 08 KU 6 o
Prvee € (Pl FIXTRIIGZER) BT (2) M
B X 8 M R N:SE.(paitern) =

VP (U= P o HABERN. PAERE
FEF845 : PRC Al PRM Jy .
PRC = cor(l:’i l:"i,max,m). m=1,2,-m
(6)
PRM = ¥ Y (Ph,. *Ph)/N  (7)
i l

fd F Bootstrap 1158 CDA {5 A LA T PR O
VISEFR . BRI IR W T “ MR a7 /i
B 9 I B 2R 43 A A PRt 2R 5e A IR B R BR o
QWHEFRAK, BUR RS I— KL, FFEEY
HEHATES NG AR R B i B 45 51, 5 AT
HEMMEE . DY AH A — Bk S R s i vk &5 51
K5 A SR PR 2R 5 A0 IR, AR ST R HE 9
BRI RIS 25 M A PR 2, TR,
FEEE A RS AAELIMA IR, &5
Pk A B EHAAES . Fl, FERIENREERE
BB, —A~RET7 A 90 43, BIAEYESE IR A1E

,max,m ?

ARG AAAE IR 220, A AT BEAS 60 43, T2
A I RETS 88 7o AWFFESR A Bootstrap J7 ¥k T4
AR 52 U 46 FR) A5 T 25 R B 5 1 O AR AR

SE.(k) F SE,(pattern) = y/P,pu(1 = P, o) 47
HIFE  ZARER IEAT A BE T W BE ) & B B shve
B, @LTRIEMT, TR

T TR 43 0 3 S B AR 5 RN ST 5T L PO A
T S5 55 T BRI,

3 EHTR
3.1 B

Z5HF 5% L DINA 4% #Y ( Culpepper, 2015; de la
Torre ,2009 ; Junker & Sijtsma,2001) J3 ], (H A R R
TZEH, s Al g ZH39 M U(0. 15,0.25) hhl,
ZE3 AR EEMTTRREN : (1) BT 4K:3
D5 A (2) BB %R J.5 .10 &.20 5. Q 5%
R sRER 1 R 2 Fos, AT ARGER B, SR E
H;l ERBEEZINZBEE.0 RRRELEK =3
i, K Q EE BTS20 B Q HiFE. (3) hir £
M S MAEXT AT R p:0. 2(fKAHIE) 0. 5(H 4
K) 0. 8(HHHRK) .

1000 2 PR M PR M AE B X F Rk 2
TCIEAS /M MVN(0,3) A iU K 4E % S B AR, %
EAELBEW RAREIES 4, 0 B P) st 4
HESEBRIATHEBIIE, I B LLEE ¥E G
HEXT LT R p SR TR 45 & TR 1 =2 18] 1 M 73 46 56
(Biak  BRF, i £55,2016) .

Bootstrap BUFE R B M 1% B >~ 30000 R, ZRHF
FEHh 2 x3 x3 M5 LT, B ERAFER
30 K, LA/ FEBLIR 22 o
3.2 RBEAEEN A

B g AR A DL B 244, A DI-
NA BT A 0 H R R 80 , X H IR
VEREBARR AR LRI (test — retest) LR, 7TH
A EE BRI EC X [ H « (H - 1) /2 %] 4Gt
—BPEE, AR B E B R R R
B8 rp, YEEHE R RS, HE A DR FERER
EAH, ABE i H B 200 3K, iZ 57 2 08 Wang 55
(2015) WA 9E . Horp, —BUPEE M E R
Wang % (2015) SCH ) FE1R -

N
PTRCR, , = %Zl(af” =)  (8)
izl

l - . )
ATRCR, , , = N;I(m = k@) (9)
PTRCR, , FnBXE M —EER, T A 1

ﬂ] 2 %i‘%g#\ﬁ%:mﬁﬁMH OATRCRk,l 2 %%/jﬁ\‘}%‘lﬁ
k B —ZEE AT .
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3.3 M AT
OV 2=
bias = 2 jzl(ri -r;) /730 (10)
Horp e SRR AR, r, B SE R A (S B
THE L EBEIE T 0 BET .
Q@ REWTR:

RMSE = «/2”1 (r. - r,)2/30
3.4 HREXR
£ 1HFER2 BREMEREAFLRAHFT BN
AR AE BT 45 R 1 bias 1 RMSE {8, &1 1
2 X REIY bias(A) F1 RMSE(B) #r4 Bl . B T1ERE
HAEE H RAEZ AT — Bt B 318, B I, bias Fi
RMSE B4R “ B ZER " 5 BT K
BARVFHR”, W& R B2 A THE S Y E )
KA WEER BF, B E R RS EER
B IMZEE /DN
B B UL, B 5 1A XY B S E A TR
PR & . RIEIFINRE ARC ik, bias [H4XHE

(11)

B 0 #53 ,RMSE £ KR L4 2% T R B/ MK, A
1 s nl & i, B bias IREFEAE O JA HIE B
/IN,RMSE B8 EA T i T T7. ARM 4515 —
BUPEIERBUEEAAH 2, bias Al RMSE 5 —BikikdE
WKL, ARM §5—EMkmES A BEL TS, Mo
HRIER I, bias £ 0 J& Bl 3 K, RMSE B
R BBLRE . BIEEAHHE p X EIEFE KR
WaFE AR BBk s B R YO8 I, Al 2=
FERAA B R IURWTIY REH, bias 3K, {H ARC
RIS ; HERR B BCR 2 T w2 e ik b
EAWI/NE S A KL, PRC.PRM A4
THIEEE 5 —BuMkad ™, =M1k H) bias il RMSE (A
FERHE . MERLTRFN T, PRC KIFHFIEE L
ARM HI—BUR B R (R 2 58 2 B 4 AT4R)
Hi/ 2 ATH], PRC.PRM 5 —Z ki Y bias #HL
ZhiE B — 2, RMSE ¥ LB BEAT G, BRItz
St TR LI IR A B R B E R AR
RN 5BV A R A3,

£1 TEAFEHEEEEGITHEESR
K, ] ARC ARM —Ek PR RS
Bias RMSE Bias RMSE Bias RMSE Bias RMSE  HH
302 5 -0.022  0.041 0.019 0.030 0.021 0.030 -0.048  0.059  0.684
10 0.013  0.019 0.028 0.034 0.033 0.035 0.041  0.057 0.771
20 0.014  0.021 0.020 0.026 0.016 0.026 0.053  0.078  0.863
0.5 5 -0.016  0.030 0.036 0.042 0.036 0.046 -0.028  0.049  0.710
10 0.010  0.020 0.025 0.039 0.032 0.039 0.049  0.058  0.773
20 0.003  0.009 0.007 0.012 0.007 0.012 0.043  0.060  0.891
0.8 5 0.015  0.037 0.032 0.055 0.033 0.055 0.022  0.031  0.739
10 -0.016  0.037 0.019 0.039 0.017 0.039 0.064  0.082  0.832
20 0.002  0.010 0.009 0.013 0.009 0.013 0.040 0.058  0.915
5 02 5 0.013  0.037 0.056 0.064 0.057 0.078 0.021  0.043  0.605
10 0.020  0.036 0.046 0.073  -0.041 0.073 0.058  0.071  0.692
20 -0.021  0.043 0.038 0.053 0.037 0.053 -0.042  0.061  0.753
0.5 5 0.035  0.061 0.052 0.093 0.051 0.093 0.061  0.078  0.657
10 0.024  0.046 0.041 0.061 0.039 0.061 0.050 0.064  0.729
20 0.012  0.024 0.023 0.045 0.024 0.045 0.060  0.077  0.790
0.8 5 -0.047  0.094 0.068 0.117 0.063 0.120 0.090 0.127  0.686
10 0.018  0.034 0.027 0.046 0.024 0.046 0.056  0.071  0.785
20 0.008  0.027 0.017 0.035 0.016 0.036 0.060  0.074  0.846
K2 AEAFZHEAGEGITBELER

K , 7 PRC PRM — Bk MRS B

Bias RMSE Bias RMSE Bias RMSE LH

3 02 5 -0.026  0.045 0.036 0.047 0.037 0.046 0.347

10  -0.029 0.044 0.058 0.062 0.054 0. 066 0.519

20 0.031  0.045 0.046 0.059 0.048 0.059 0.676

0.5 5 0.016  0.029 0. 065 0.079 0.062 0.080 0.397

10 -0.046  0.075 0.062 0.071 0. 061 0.073 0.531




FRBESH 7 #% (i Bootstrap J RIS BTN b WEE 437
gR2
. 7 PRC PRM — 3k RS
Bias RMSE Bias RMSE Bias RMSE <
20 0.035 0.062 0.009 0.015 0.010 0.015 0.734
0.8 5 -0.027 0.048 0.065 0.082 0.067 0.082 0.484
10 0.044 0.073 0.046 0.059 0.052 0.061 0.644
20 0.018 0.024 0.014 0.020 0.017 0.023 0.795
5 0.2 5 0.063 0.117 0. 060 0.107 0.059 0.107 0.239
10  -0.066 0.116 0. 064 0.113 0. 064 0.113 0.269
20 0.058 0.104 -0.047 0.085 0.051 0.086 0.348
0.5 5 -0.107 0.158 0.118 0.156 0.120 0.156 0.285
10 0.069 0.108 0.063 0.093 0.061 0.093 0.313
20 0.052 0.094 0.057 0.087 0.055 0. 086 0.428
0.8 5 -0.107 0.164 -0.130 0.177 0.133 0.181 0.334
10 0.043 0. 069 0.038 0.051 0.039 0.052 0.403
20 0.014 0.021 0.023 0.037 0.023 0.038 0.574
a b
~§~ARC  ~fff ARM e~ —BMEFE e DU OCHE ~#~ARC -~ ARM e~ —BOMERR - IOAMRER
0.1 » i 0.14 |
0.08 ' 0.12 |
0.06 0.1
008 | I¥] L oo ;
0.02 | ] % | 0. 06 E 3 L / i,
° e i Q /
) ! | g .
-0.02 é;// L o] ﬁ\&d:g»&va :‘\ ;
0. 06 ’ ! 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16 17 18
B 1 BlEEER bias(A)F RMSE(B) #14E
a b
~$~TRC ——~DPRM -~ —Bfhik ~4~—PRC —~Wfi-—-PRM -~k —BebhiE
0.15 ' 0.2 j i
i 0.18 : Lol
0.1 i 0.18 | A LA
| ol | 0.14 : : 1
0.05 l“"‘ Mﬁ‘ 012 | |
R % )’ %Y 0.1 E ! F&% :
. 0.08 : g
0,05 Ml Al \éf Bi¥e 0.06 rﬁwv“w
: 0.04 | |
-0.1 i 0.02 | |
: 0 : :

9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16 17 18

2 #&sU(5E Y bias(A) #1 RMSE(B) T & E

4 SCIERR
4.1 ECPE # 3

ZEAER BT R &M COM B F T RiE RS
NIEE B, A 2922 A7F 28 B8 H L VRS SR,
X227 3 ANEVE AR N ( Morphosyntactic rules) |

i 4 ML I ( Cohesive rules ), i) {1 AL W] ( Lexical
rules) . VB4R BEFI Q 46 1% Al 43 5 B data. ecpe
$ data[ , — 1] H data. ecpe $ q. matrix FITI,

B A 5 R A TSR R T AR
FRWAK3,

*3 ECPEREMITER

ARC ARM BB PUAMEERE PRC PRM 5
Al 0. 863 0.879 0. 880 0.917
A2 0.760 0. 809 0. 808 0. 834
ez = 0.616 0. 687 0. 684
PRAEfR AL A3 0.852 0. 881 0. 882 0.914 B
¥ig 0. 825 0.856 0. 857 0. 888

Xt TR ML B AR IBTIT 4 SRR, R 5
BERHT , ARC At ISR B i /5, Z JG 2 ARM Fll—

Bk, WSS R I . a3 HRTTAL,
o F A 748 K 5 & WAl ECPE 1B PR {5 B2 (B{Ey
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0.888) , ARM Fl— Bk KR MR R R HEARIE
(0.86 7£47) , ARC 51 1 /B R {5 BEXI{EH 0. 825,
Xt FREAF B, BB ST 45 R R W, PRC B3R BLAL
45, 71453 ECPE #X{5% )y 0. 616, 1] PRM Fl—
BUEREEAM Y R 0.685 47, ABMIEIE, R
WA RS, R A2 (965 R HAR M, i &
5 Q FFEAMT, AL HET 13 R, A3 T 18
K, A2 RFEET 6 Ik, ULIAB SR B S R 1k
fREE. HIEN W RER : ORI B R DT, 1%
B THERRTE A RSP, SEHAE PR

QmfEENEE Z— MK EE, A INZl
RN R BB, BB ot (5 BER A &
Ko
4.2 R FHHIE

SRR FIRESR § CDM 2745, 25 536
NTE 15 JERE E RS , B8 T 5 MR 1B
HEFEFN Q HEET] 43 | B data. fraction] $ data I da-
ta. fractionl $ q. matrix FEF7TH H . & WA Iy AL
T ZMEIE KBRS R WK 4,

R4 SEBZENEMNRFEEGITER

ARC ARM Bkt UG PRC PRM  —%pkk
Al 0.959 0.966 0.968 0.992
A2 0.730 0. 850 0.853 0.891
. A3 0.845 0.928 0.927 0.960 .
JRAEMRE A4 0.832 0.853 0. 850 0. 885 BARE  0.578 0.612 0.613
A5 0.722 0.711 0.703 0. 654
¥ 0.818 0. 862 0. 860 0.876

M 5E £ B ARC RBLEAF, RIH 2 NP4
KL, G5EF4 SR, WM KB E
PEfS B (¥ME M 0.876) ,ARM Fl—F MLk 1T 8
PEGEIMEEGE (3H1E) 0. 86 ££4) , ARC fii+H)
BYEEEEYIE N 0. 818, X THEA (5B, AT FT
SR E LB MG, PRC.PRM F1— &1
BHAM Y HAEEL N 0.6 £4., WA, Bk
AS MRS, W A2 Fl A4, XEFER AS 1
FET 3R, A2 F1 A4 pRIFET 8 IRF9 Ik, Al
A3 AEERT 14 KA 12 IR,

5 #w5itig

{5 B R E N R E M — N EZHE 65, CDA [F
HREENGEERE, 43CE T Bootstrap i HE &
BB TS ERERMESEERER. HifEm
SNAFABLSE, =RBE T AR B BT IR I B 9 ) I
MER A B E A e A [E 7 R PR . S A 0L R 5
UEHFSR , 5 V0430 e E A — SR AT A 380 T
Friavr AR yE AR T T 2 EMEE .

(D) B L, A EAMAT R EERE,
HIRZEE /)

()X BHE(SET S, ARC RIKEIM, HKE
ARM FI—BPEd:, WXL FERRE, BIENEK
BN KAG TR 2 , B H B3 W) 2N HA
TRz

(3) MRS BEW =, PRC . PRM 13165 BF 5 —
A Y . B PERIAHIE B M 8 H S E T
MR RIS R MR A —2

(4) SEWFFE W] 50, B ik B Re it & B R

EREE . EOEBIPIR R, B aENR
A5 (ARC 7l PRC) BB AT . HERERIER
7, T AR HE O

45 F R, B (S B R, 25 & 44 0 ARC
> ARM~—FPEg: > U404 56 3, #2746 il ARC,
BB R, 554 HE4 % . PRC > PRM ~ — 2 b
%, A PRC,

AL AR ST IR GE 455, BRI F L
AN
5.1 ARC % PRC #g#£ 398

HEIBF 5 R ARC T A5, PRC 504
FERTAEY, JERAET IR (A ER ) B
BERAA pu EHERTRRMERM P, e € (P o
Hlm, K =2 B, 3P F A PURZS (0,0) L (0,1) .
(1,0) F (1,1) [ISHMER5BN P, PL P;
Py Y Pl =1, WA p, =P5 +P py = P) +
P . TEARIE CDA IS HHSBIVERTR T, J& MeAR ot
B SE(k) = /pa(l —py) /T R AT M3
SE.(pattern) = /P, .(1 -P,..) o« B, % F/@
ET 2 L FF Bootstrap JHTEE I B/ .
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Using Bootstrap to Calculate Reliability in Cognitive Diagnostic Assessment
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Abstract ; The reliability of cognitive diagnostic assessments( CDAs) is of great importance to any cognitive diagnostic model applica-
tions. The current study proposes two attribute — level and two pattern — level reliability indices based on Bootstrap method. Simulation
study is conducted to evaluate the performance of the new indices compared to existing methods under three different factors. The results
indicate that; (1) overall ,the estimation results of attribute — level reliability are more stable than those of pattern — level reliability when
comparing the two new types of indices; (2 ) for attribute — level reliability , the performance of the ARC index is the best;and(3) for pat-
tern — level reliability,the results of PRC,PRM and Wang’ s method are comparable. Two real data sets were also used to compare the
performance of all the indices. Finally,the authors discuss several factors that may influence the degree of reliability of CDAs, and indi-
cate some research interests for the future.
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