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PSYCHOLOGICAL EXPLORATION
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W B LSRN ER—RAMNEFSAR(AHAREERITAHR)GTENE, £
P My ) B 69 TA S0 5 BT B 3 B8 28 % (cognitive diagnosis automated test assembly,CD — ATA) % %+
Sk, B R RE, XFBARIEA % CD - ATA §9FF5  AAE T k0 £ 7] T L S5 a4
WA F R R AT MR G, RE, AR F A Lk AR T AN Bkt 2k
BBAE AT R B AR TR BB TR SRR R BA G @R ATA R B R,

KEW A LSBT R AR EET kAR kR

HE 55 :B841.2 SCERARIRAG A
1 ®I5

0 55 750 o BRI £ 2 Hp R 7E e TR AT
B TE ., RIESIATERH EREEER,
TEER A3 PSR 55 4347 5 ¥ W] SE B0 1 i v e e T
5 BAL Al (Rupp et al. ,2010) , ZHE 218N —
A ELREHE 1) L P v e B — A [R]Bs i R e iH (anil
KEMEE) SIESTTAR (A EFE, ERF
1) W5 B ( Becker et al. ,2021; Henson & Douglas,
2005) Wy . AU IRAEAT L 5, DAL FE Hh 4
R E RN, 0 i E—ME S 20 RRIGEEE
HEREH A 10 BT A4, oA 184756 R[] By 40
#HAE M (Finkelman et al. ,2009) ., THREE HZEW H
BEMNEMARE A RN E R, ATHES
J B 56 A — BIOR B (1 145 (Lin et al. ,2019)
B Shill % 40 4% ( automated test assembly, ATA ; Finkel-
man et al. ,2020) i@ 2 H B 5 EE T
ghG  ERENR R KT B HER T B

N2 Wi PEAl ( cognitive diagnosis assessment,
CDA ;von Davier & Lee,2019) £F 35— #).0ZE )
B, 530 8 WS (item response theory, IRT)
RUBOAR LR ) (0) AN [R], H B SC v X gl A 3
BURRARZS (knowledge state, KS) B J&@ 4 ) & , 31X
e A TEM I B B Ik EAARAER . B G,
T 0 HELLE, TRT H 3h %44 (TRT - ATA) %Rk
F 24 /R{E B & (fisher information, FI) f J7 I 56 25
BT E. WEEFEEENNETEFEENM(E

MEHS 1003 -5184(2023)06 - 0550 -08

MR ,2012) , Mg {5 R BB, W ERE /D, WK
fEREEMR . T KS BT FT R EUR &
BEA S 2 B % ( Finkelman et al. |
2009) , HEE T FT AE T BB EEME 2 CD
— ATA ( Finkelman et al. ,2009; Henson & Douglas,
2005) ; HR , —EHEM BB E AR, IRT - ATA
S5MHZSH 0L 0 AKX, T CD - ATA WZAHE
Wi A ( cognitive diagnosis model, CDM) .\ I5i H q [n]
B WHZSHS KS 4SS E R K0 (de la Torre,
2011;Song & Wang,2019) , 3 HiZWiM T E q W]
BZEAFEEZRNZEAFEMN(THE 55,2010; Lin
et al. ,2017) , 3 {75 Rl 40 36: 550 © (9 S HCA ], g
EEHARAGHE™EARRKEHER, &5,
BpfgE CD — ATA RINAHE , WAIF NGB R
KRB R W T H 52 Wi Z B B &R
(Lin et al. ,2017 ; Wang et al. ,2019) , NI TG ESHR 1
HELHERINS . B2, RIAFZ I EXT R M
Fetk, 75 CD - ATA £; IRT - ATA T 5 B ME %,
JPRI2 Wil 5+ 1 52 BRI, B AR ST 6
X CD - ATA [REE4R N £ M4 & F 5. Lin EA
(2017) % CD — ATA Jrikor Ry BT Hatn i 55
TREDHGEHE, AR B RAETEN LR
Wkeg AE R SE AT IR A MR SO 1
PR CD - ATA SCHR, 456 B NS BTIE R R 3
CD - ATA JEETERK B B H W B R RIKE , A W)
FHEEHEEE A EE 232, Bl THAR

= BEWA: ERK ARRYHE (62341207,32360208 ) , HH AT 5B +PU T ML SR L I 575 SC i AR R H AR A B
MR E BT (NEEA2021050) , Y176 45 2 T RH O F ( GIJ2202013, GII212608 , GII212602 , GJ12202018)
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R J | XTI BRI ) SR O R AR =2
HE TP B, e IRT - ATA 7] FI HEH)
F A BRI B T BRSNS I
REMBEMT CDA HfE BB (EXX %,
2018 ;Henson et al. ,2008 ; Henson & Douglas, 2005 ;
Song & Wang,2019) . /5 , B TAEE BRIy HEH
R, ZE T B AR — AR B, 2 T
HEHE B & XA B (heuristic algorithm ) 3R
4 1E FIM 56 35 B ( Henson & Douglas,2005) , 247,
HFREE B R T2 Wil B i SE PR L, TE B I 2%
IBEZ 5EBNRAXHER, FRETHHZF
BHAE I E, B, CEUXTBA R CD - ATA
FEATIR , BN BHE T B LRI B
HERR, FR AR EZRIMK R, HR A
[ 4 Uy v 2 6] ) 4 S B L 7 R AR AR B RC
fERETE N RS & A
T ARl TR R
2 AEIZERIIE BB AL R E
2.1 RTREZHAFGEED &

FRBBIRALE I EREEH RT T FER
PRSI, B E S CDA {5 BB FR R 2B
EFFRAGIENE LIRS, RiE CDA fF
BERIEFRER BH LI 1o R HER v, AT
oA G B B (T ARSI S EEGER
RISV (TR BB ) Wi, [ R ATE
XA A KS # X o3 Be IR N H E B &, AR
PRSI H R RERRR AT HNFEE R,
RSB R IR A SR T, AENE
S BREEP5 R R W E AN, T/E R
I LR SR (40 8 4 Fc A T B YR i a5 A o
T2 R I H |, 3 FROR A P v s e 5 B B T
HBEA NS, DL, A RIXBAEBEKE,
2.1.1 [EHE(GEEIER

(1)CDI 3 ADI

FXT % 15 B & ( Kullback — Leibler information,
KLI; Chang & Ying,1996) A ] T4 i Bi- M 2 03 A1
R ZRMAMRIE A ESE, TH ) EEERR AR
RE «, 5 o, Z A5 HEZE 015 BB W] LA A
H:

_ v _ p(¥; =1la,)
D, = z yzop(Yij = 1] au)log(m)-

(1)
JBMEARE SIS, D, AT+ T(T =2%) #y

D %% K HB1ESE ;Henson Fl Douglas(2005) &
F D 5EFEHE A H132 Wi 48 BR (cognitive diagnosis
index,CDI) .
z u#v(h( ,,a,) _lem/
Y hlana)

H,h(a,,a,) " K a, 5 a, ZIRHHGHIFE RS (B]
B, CDL AR T W H j 33 BT A KS 3k IX 468 7,
H CDI {E# £ /R B 1 X 4358 1 #R5E .

Henson %8 A (2008) AN CDI JoE=fR3IH H Xt
BA BN a0, R YT H 28 TR,
B HATEZ BT LAFETE X 4By, H S FE 2 KS X
ZI8) I 25 A K B, 25 g WP I H W X 43 BB ) 38
“RER RS o BT N7 [ 22 R K Y KS 3T,
5 IBTESAA B L AFTE 22 7 B KS X BT ithsE X

TREREEm MW X o B 15 #5 (atiribute diagnosis
index,ADI) :

DI =

) (2)

K

_ 1 9k
ADIJ - z k=1 ( Z_K z allrelevantcellsDjW) ’ (3 )

Hrp g, e {0,11,0 RARMHRFEZBIE,1
KA FEADL R R T MHEREE T
(attribute — specific) FRX 46877

W% K6 CDI 5 ADI AT

CDI = zjzlcmj. (4)
ADI = zj]:lADIj. (5)

i CDI 5 ADI f8ARd G0, @ F I B B AR
B Maximize( CDI) ,Maximize( ADI) , B} )\ J5 & v
HREREfl CDI 5 ADI Ml KM H A6, Z B4
BHERKXIHET] Zeng A (2010) HRYF AT IAHE
WEREfE 4 5 12 W 00 0 v A e 09 s B, 3R o A
CIDIL 45 M a5 A0 P i 6 B, 07 A48 85 T CDI
HAE W WTHERTE

(2)MCDI # MADI

Kuo 5 A (2016) Xf CDI 5 ADI @FHE I, 7EJR
A RAEAL B3R R RS AR 5 R R D
W B R E , K LS5 B MCDI 5 MADI( modified
CDI;modified ADI) .

MCDI; = wiw] CDI,, (6)
MADI; = wjw;ADI,, (7)

v . _
Sl = (1410, <D Y 17 =s)) 7,
V * - A N
W= (L, Y I = 6)) 7V HE
K . > _
Hﬁﬁ;ﬁ = L/zkzlLk’L %@Iﬂgﬁkf}f,h < 3%75‘
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R EEA T 20 8NE 3 s, RRTTA LD
W HK q 68, 5% q MERTH 20N E,
WIXTAEIE] o m 225 H I AETIAE , W E R,
FIRMENEE or, HBVERRSHAGE , HiHEA
XN
Ry
rg = Iﬁ’ (8)
AF(8) HHY Ry HEM B R RG]
(TR R 4,2010) , 23 BEFR 73 D J8 k7K i
LYERREEMB Ry ZHiory e (0,1], H@HALK
PR REHINT ,ry Oy 1o BRI ST B I,y =
2K/[K(K +1) ], MCDI 5 MADI [al#:3% FI#2 PR
#HMJ, 55 CDI fl ADI A [F] ¥ & ,MCDI &
MADT £ 404500 F o I B 1 X 43 BE (B2 Wi 2R 1k 1)
TIE B € B9 1E
5 MCDI 1 MADI 4% RUAHAH R B 2 /MBS
A(2013) [FFEARYE CDL R BIRMEZ R, F3
HEEAERAR MBS, R —FETREER
S HE T, T EEN e LT KR
z ey # jw, | oy - 9y |

z oy # jw, | o, — 9 |
BUNEERRIE j MR T 0,5 o, BEREX
ANR) KS XS 1Y g o) B HE A TS, I L2056 5 2 mA
FAFERE BB L 2 R R TR R E K 53 8
AN, I HESCREL T CDI, HE R RCR
B,

(3)RCDI # RADI

S URAEIZ I 3 oA [m) & 1 B A S Bl & I
8, TR AL E 77, Su A Chu (2021 ) % MCDI
5 MADL @) r, BT K r, < 3BT R, =
L/K, {2 51T ) CDI #i1 ADI(revised CDI,revised
ADI;RCDI,RADI) (IS, & BB MR Bl 2 K
¥ARikF r,,rCDI, = w]CDI,,rADI, = wADIL ;&
PR R R BGE 2, WPOE A& Z B TE 1
rCDI; = 0,rADI, = 0,57 B g HRE S,
2.1.2 HEFERERR

AT HAE AR R 4B S R RER IR 5 H A
A X EE ST RITT BE RA B E B W ERR R,
HIToE BEHHA W G425 R 1R s A B O
TE3C &N (2018) LUK Song il Wang(2019) 21
— M FETCAE B B R 0L T X0 H 258 M 280
BV T IO A LR b - B ER R PR SR UHER 3R 45
#% (expected attribute match rate, EAMR) .

»C; ﬁ@j‘ﬁ

Cj(au’av) =

EAMR, = P(a;, = o | X, = 1)P(X, = 1) +
Pay = @ | X, = 0)P(X, =0), (9
Hort, 6 5 a0 AHIFTAAR SRR k.
LWLy DINA BRI .
l-5-8g
2K
EAMR, R BNk wiA7E 5 B L IERE
BEHBANREW GRERBE b FgaERH L
FERMEB IR R IEM IR Z . R b R
O H g, 50 H xR R BRSO
0.5, 518 j 1) EAMR, 375 J@EH) EAMR,, ZH,
[RIREFR , U 367K P EAMR 2y .
EAMR = Y," EAMR,
2.1.3 FEEEWNLEEAE
B BRI 28 A5 B B 15 45 J7 ¥5 A, Finkelman 4
A(2010) AN, #E5E X CDA TR H{g B E#8tr/5,CD
— ATA Jj FH IRT - ATA ffi R AL s ik e 4
H7 A DAL A A 45 R FTBOE W =0 B &k 1
THRILEEEERIHAS .
(1)0 - 1 BRI AHE
0 - 1 FBLLR M R 1% (binary integer liner
programming, BILP) % FI-T-1 4% B b s 5 51+
LR RMFRIEDLT , 04k H 45 %A o Finkelman 5%
A(2010) ¥ BILP FHT CD - ATA L) ADI 3543 415
(AT A TR ) , BeaE EAR REL:
Z = maximize( sz:lADIjxj) , (12)
HH M 8RN ADIL AT E MR X
Sy, T AT(3) B85y e {0,1) , HEA
EEENISRERAARFMFNEE TR E MW
MEREAR: Y 5 = ] RIMBARL <
z x:lcij < Ui =1, LiRRHEREAWR,L 5
U AAHR RS BB BAr RECT AR MT
CPLEX BY LINGO %8 7§ H £ 1 # % (linear
programming, LP) SR AF B iy 43 32 — YIHI 77 8k
(branch - and - cut) 3K #%, 5 Finkelman %% A
(2010) i F 77 AR [R] (1) 2 Kim (2004 ) JAH7E IRT -
ATA BT I H 592 W5 BAE N —Fh RS it
YRR E B H B R o 2 TRl G R (Fusion
Model, Hartz,2002) , %S i1 J& 7 #& 20> 4 U 2 vk HOR
fil:L, < zszlqj‘k < U, ROGESHRH:L <

3Tk < Uy, FIRESE, ABRITTEE O - 1 BB

EAMR, = +0.5. (10)

(11)
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PRI 7 B oR A

(2) REBBLIEMRAE

TRA B2kt R 7 B (Mix Integer Linear
Programming, MILP) ) B A e& £+ BE (5 BRI
AR, WHRHES R E AL 8  Wang 55 A (2021)
WiZrk 50 H D MY S, B HHT CD -
ATAZTEEEERIE D JEE X 205 0 1)
JLR, 5K D R KREN T - 1 (IR, Bk
HiE 5 BRI 4 LR =403 ¥ D
FEMEREAR N N T(T - 1) , 502 1 8950 H S5
R TR T B P R IZ I & IR N — KA RAT R
T(T - 1),500 M BB PEAERE .V JE M BCE H AR R
¥y

min(f, 2 +f, %),

;H\:Epfl = (fir» 12""af1M)Taf1j = sz /LT(T
-1) ], R VERETEIWIE;« = (2,22 T,
H0 -1 EBES,RATHNBRLRELER S, =

2K(2K-1) M

I, X Vu/(TM(T - 1)),y WIALE 5y
= b, - V,2,b, HH G BOEMXNE X o, H o, W E
FRXATREST,V, R VIERESE ¢ fTH IR

MAEIR foy BRAMI, MILP J5: 5 BILP Jyii2g
o, w2 422 T B 19 KLL, K[ )2 MILP & T
T E (¥ D JE I, i BILP W25 THiH M CDI {24
F I8 foy FRAES AHET BILP J5 i, MILP Jy AR 1E
TR KS #4745 X 4 B &, B X 7
2.1.4 BT EEERWNASLE LT

HEFERBERIRNASE LSR5 PrE LW
CDA fF BRI B IAR, i T BN S, A
BUFRAEE X CDA 5 B RIgR o & —Fh an
AR ] KS 7243 IX 20 19 BB . 7TE15 2E B 248 ¥5
Ja IR RAE B B KA 46 B 1T e 1k
W&, e BT B 4B N RERE, £
—HTE B BRI A Jr 1 AR BT i B 1
H 2 1 BT — IR , AR HEH AL AT GBI
HELERFTILE, XFHEAEERRLEER
o
2.2 ARTHEEMEBGEET &

BB RE A B ET B R IEE S
I8 , S8BT BAREREL K CD — ATA RS 4
CEHIE LT R —HEMAFE BRI EA G
- FHRE AW H i L A E B H bR R g, B AR5
A TS, EEENAEFERTEERR

( Finkelman et al. ,2009) ,
2.2.1 BHEREAE

1B A 1 (generic algorithm,GA) ] H 4R 5L
Vel B IR B 72 - B S S L AR ) B MoK
TSP AEE, P B AR AN NG
{X Finkelman & A (2009) % iZ i HF CD -
ATA GA 478 B vp il 56,75 B 46 8 A,
A B FAEARE & B AR BB B, SR 2
B MR RIS G CA WEAHEN A
FEUT L @ A —#a & S Ay iR H # I 5
BPACAR, I g A0 S g o J T E A5, W0 4R
it 206 AT BEHL™ A e] @ R4 CDI 46 0
FEA QI AR SR, BEALRE A IR g
W—AIE 74 S « T GO P& NE
WIS+ (J +1) ARRFE His R ;@ R
@ BHIFEER R B BB T S 40
B HAGHEAT REMOEELEQ - @,
HEFRIRKEREIE© EFEE G — IR &
Pt H 485 o B &

N 25 R B AT & L BR, Finkelman 58 A
(2009) 21 =Fh Hir R

Fi= Y P@E(Y 1a-&l), (13)

K A
F2 =nkl§1xzap(a)E“(l ak—ak|), (14)

' —el, (15)

F, = z - | e,

/ﬂ\:;:'::ek = zaP(a)Ea(l Q _&kl ) Loy _(l)\lk
| FRETLRME F HETREE ZBINESR, YFE
FER B0, A By 1, F, 5 F, (HB/NRR
WG K 7 VR B , M T S R ST | ey
- &, | AJEME b BYSEBRor S HER 3R S B 1 o 25T
A& Z ) R4 3 2208, Fy (EBR/INGR IS 1 S P ) 6 7
FE6 TT6 T HLE 1 H AR SRUERR R
2.2.2 WREREE

A Y (ant colony optimization, ACO) 5 GA
AL, ¥R TR E b AW B B Lin S8 A
(2017) % ACO JiIF CD - ATA 3@ AL TR
PRI 364 32 5 1 (test construction method based on
ant colony optimization, ACO — TC) ,iZJ5 ¥ CD -
ATA WA —F B RO IR AR , 88 e Hh g — el ) 4 33
H RSB 2 — S, a7 H AR R4,
A B R T TR B B AR IR B A

ACO - TC FRBRARMEK LR 43 h =4 RFAE.
JREEEREN S 2RGEREN RGN, B
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AR (0 = 1,2, ) WATRIA A PR o i 2
PELSR BT ] R TR AT
L ) +y.0)]
L s @ 01
ook T R A SR i B AN A
S H 05 8 BV (W R AST RS 7 = 1),
55y, SPBITE {5 5 R 5 0 S o
PRI HOALTE, o 8 5 1% R PR o B8 A , 7T i
n. ST F 5 BB AL IB B o SR
57 H O o 05T AT R85 B R
7, = (1 =p)7; +pg, (17)
AR(17) HHIp e (0,1) FREEERRE
AR ALE S, TR EAR (13) /A
K(14) ASR(15) o EAR A, P46 A 0 0 e
h T BRI AL B AR BT IE N S, 254
T fr o JEERE fr FBITL 3677 2 5 B BT

7, = (1 —p)7, + pAr, (18)
LW Ar = exp[l —‘ff_besz]’%/j—:\‘;(j‘f;;est T H #y

REREE, W f., AHET RKERNPEETH
WA o G LT B MR Bk 3t P, HEARK
(17) ATfFe L 7 SR 1, AR B gl Al
REME
2.2.3  BETARBEIUR A ST LI

VBRI & T R B B A IR FR A,
KA ETE E—IRAESE R R A
2L, FRERF L - RABEROEHAS , 44H
GHERAHZAN, NIRRT EBYWHETETH
AR B A G X PR E RS T 2 8 TR
2N RE R T RE M (B il T HFE KR MIENA
W&, AR AN WA K
2.3 A THAE SRENELT ®k

réMUNIIE L SR E v ORI = R vl AR TIIE v == WD 9/
Y056 4y o IR SR S5 P R U 3 T R 2 7 BRI )
B N A A A R S S P I B SR B — B, B
H-BHEEZAMANTHGEE, FREELET
W HZEBRAE T
2.3.1 HTZMIH AL

A DI X2 W EURE B 40 B R ] — 0k
(IEBEE SHRIEEPIZR) , ZH A2 T
I ( multiple choice CDM,MC — CDM) 1A 4Rk
WS EBIER L5 B, X EE B R
T FF KS #)5( Henson et al. ,2018) ,Henson Z£ A

(2018) 4 DINA AR | (X 53 BEHEHR:1 -5, — g,
F MC - CDM, & —Fp T~ L8 X 4 B 48 4

( discrimination index,DI) .
1 H;
DI, = Tmaxa( zhil | P(X; = h | @) -

P(X, =hla™)l), (19)

H FmTH j EmERE,P(X, =h | o) R a

R PERE BT A AR, P, (X, = k] ) TR

o {UHESE kB B AR 2 R0 KS S B T 1 A

RDL, LT AT EMNEM b X587 £

Fi DL G56T, R A5 CDI MR Fatrge sk
=, W KF-# DI Ky

_
DI = 72;=1maxk(Dljk). (20)

2.3.2  EETRMEHHETTE

Finkelman & A (2020) tA\N, R& 405 CD -
ATA TR EERNRE R (HiE ZHEROAFTE
R AR 2 8, VF 2 R &R —E B R
R, LA SO (5 SR CD - ATA /Sy 46
HER LR, 2 HE P 4% (response time
assembly ,RTA) ,J&T van der Linden(2006) 32 H ¥
I H R AR

f(tj;T’Aj ’Bj) =

A.
L —exp

v
{- 3140 -8 -7} @D

7, A8 SRR ESE MBI ES
T SR EES BB TR AR, X SO B o B8
HARMIHE R B, — 7 b A, IER 0 o
XIE j RN E S8R = exp(B +
Aj_2/2) sr; = exp(2B; + Aj_z) {exp(Aj_z) - 1i;s =
exp(3B; +34,%/2) {exp(34;%) -3exp(A;?) +2} 4
Bk ERBESE « WIBH T, BIREARTE E
FR) 2 g ) TS A E 8 S Y, BB S [R] 9 H 2Z ) Y g,
r; 5 s; ZIAMEE R A ST R Ak o 2 A IR L S A
MR

J

L,-8,< Y. <L +8,  (22)
J

g'_ars zj=1rf$§r+8r9 (23)
J

gs _63 = ijlsj = gs +63’ (24)

H¢,.0. 5¢ A0FER g, r 5s AR,
8,,6, 56, Fmq,r 5s W A RAIRE, 7ECD -
ATA 55F ,RTA Jrik 5 BP AHIA], 414508 R sy
R EANER—FP BTSN LR 554, [ A LP SR i 25 0k
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IR
2.3.3 ETIHHZEENAET L
ETUHEZE B NAEITT R ENRE L W%
BORSETT T _ L ING& T LR 0L, TR % &
X MRS R AT RE LR MR, PR HAA
HAEIR (HHXTITH A Ly Y 2R R, N2 I
Tt B 4145 7 v 7 O Ve TR KA, B L
HE Ty 1T AEVRE T H B [E] 3 A L o

3 HEEFEIERSER
3.1 EFEE

XECXIA K+ L5 CD - ATA FE#ATH
o T RFE—BIA R HET7 kBT OB, sk
PR AR G S R & R T 5T R BT
ROLERE . F 1 AR T A FHE T LR IR
UL TR S AR AR

*1 FECD-ATA FiExfbk

HE T BT T IEFHE

B P

HEE
EaRgae VEER
R
L
W

BRI

RERMNAE

(=35 ﬁ%‘ﬁﬁ% PSR AL,
1'n BEIGTRE R,
B4t

HER, H B R

ML R BE =

UL, ;&#N%J{:,%E&’E* P —

RAzERas ZETAT SRESERMAI ATRE IR TR m e smniney

S i) B

xg/ 7]

MFEHRE Bl DE L : OF B RIS HE
TP IRT - ATA 1] FL &P p 4 46 U8 AR
¥R PE B U T 5, 72 CDA 34K Fisher (5 B E W
BRI TEAAEM I F B E WL 2R A Rl
BEREMHAG, MEEAE . AR, %k
HENEAMT CD - ATA 5 IRT - ATA BA[A], R
ZERWH q MEZRZRNIZEER, B2 RiEE.
QHEREHRIAG A FRE, (EEEIAE I E
PERRI H 2R e PR, R TP B H #CR
PTG FIHERR, VA B T, @ AW
IR, BB AR WA R T L —RER,
BARBBRMTBAEG. HETHEEREINAEN
B ERWE R HE A H S =R B S REE
Z(FEREBTHABNER—-FMIEHAEG). HH
THEEEZR TEER, RBEHAGHEEML. &
BHEZGEAABNHEGFE THEEZERR, BAE
HEE KB AR A BT, ik saEA
FEAR A G ATEE MBS
3.2 EFEEA

AN AFTEM L, CEMNAEEESA
BRUCEWMAE, B LR E L HASE %L
PRALHEL

(1) 64, 2 Wil 3 5 5 2 H B2 3RS
Bm MW (Rupp et al. ,2010) ,REA[FHE
T —ERBEER BB THILAS , 43
Frig X WA G I ETE R R E R WIS L T ¥6e
PR E ARG E. HEERERZ N, 54

& 77 ¥ 1 ) o A6 T HF B (Henson & Douglas,
2005; /N 48,2013, i By 23k LA 5 Uy
o AOh, MAER H RN T RGRE RIS E
HIN a6 A ( Finkelman et al. ,2009 ; Lin et al. ,2017) ,
TEARA G I BT EHE ], e BB E S B %

(2) HEME , SRAHERES, HEMFW LN
M)A R B A0 ( Finkelman et al. ,2009 ; Lin
et al. ,2017) . MLII2H % PR HLAE 40 B ) 75 0 Wy 1%
REFMHA S, THREER G, AENHK, HEK
TR HAh D AT TERBITHE I H R B2
P32 B[R] (F84% 27,2016 , SCPR 416 Y i A]
B, T EL i Tt 6 8 T e IR, Y
THE—-RKFEFEERE, I ZRiEH, EHit, g
BEFNENGRIHEE R, T EFEE TR AE
iUy v
4 HMRRE

REFAM CD - ATA FEE X R, (HE
X SE BRI g6 ) 22 RE 1, R R 4 T B ISR 55 b
WAR#H PR, CEIECA I EEn - S
PEBF S RISE PR FH A B R St LR B
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Research on Automated Test Assembly Method for Cognitive Diagnosis Tests

Ma Dafu'?, Qin Chunying'”, Yang Jianqin® ,Xu Xinai’ , Yu Xiaofeng'
(1. School of Psychology,Jiangxi Normal University , Nanchang 330022 ;
2. Jinan Institute for Education and Teaching Research,Jinan 250002 ;

3. School of Mathematics and Statistics ,Nanchang Normal University , Nanchang 330032)

Abstract ; Constructing diagnosis tests that meet test constraints( statistical constraints and non — statistical constraints)is an important

part of cognitive diagnosis evaluation,which is helpful to realize the diagnosis evaluation of participants’ attributes. The cognitive diag-

nosis automated test assembly( CD — ATA )is a commonly used diagnosis test assembly method. This paper first classifies the existing

CD - ATA methods, and then discusses the test assembly ideas,test assembly processes, and connections between different methods.

Secondly,it compares different methods to provide users with reference when selecting methods. Finally, on the basis of the existing

methods, it is proposed that future research can be carried out from five aspects:fusion test design,non — parametric test assembly, par-

allel test assembly,developing test assembly software ,and application scenario expansion.

Key words: cognitive diagnosis tests; automated test assembly ; assembly accuracy;assembly efficiency



