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PSYCHOLOGICAL EXPLORATION

DU AR/ AEAS D i Wb ity g

ESH
(VEPFHITEA 2 H PHA2 B, SLIE 110034)

B OB A e — AR R A AR IR P R SN &,
SN ESISETIEE ST IO S L PP S Y R S
o kA A3 SRR PR AR AR AR BT 69 5 B, A T I 0 I 6 ik 4o i o o T oA SR L AR
AT S 4%, F BLA R B 60 9 BB , 30 5 T3 3b ik S0 i W 40 50 3K b 6 B2 R 4R AL T
Theo PR LRI NI R 45 5 sk 347 A RN S B 4 2, BEBUBT 90 R 9 < JL ok 0 I 4 ok
BT K BT AR T MR R R IIIE B ok

LR RS B34 TP R 4 R A

HE 525 :B841.2 MR RE A
1 5|§

INHILWHTAR (Leighton & Gierl,2007a) J2.0» 38
WS FFHATC B 2= 256, 2R — R =R S
oty o HORG 2 AR AR PO 25 B AR R A AR A
AN ot 78, FRE e, 2 Tk
S\ RBPE, T F AR H 5 et Z R 5
T oe &R, Biie8: Q 48 % ( Embretson , 1984 ; Tatsuoka
& Tatsuoka,1997) , 4K J&5 1 JH 4 T4 2 BN F0 12 W
BB SRR EERIE TS K, A2
WPl B — BRI R S T AS B S B IR &
MR A 4R AL 22 A I 2 W 15 5., 2 T 4 b R B
{H HETRARIZBIBA R 28OS0 0 T R AR
SR TIE B 28 580 MR &AL,
UHABRB/N S SEREEARS, S8R
ZEW R, T W R R I 45 R (Liu & Cheng,
2018) , i HA S50l 17 v W iz B BAK, 4
TR Al Rk - 2K B2 1 (Markov chain Monte
Carlo algorithm ,MCMG ; DiBello et al. ,2007 ; Henson,
Templin, & Willse 2009 ; von Davier,2005 ,2008 ) Rl fifi
ST EL R BT B AR, s A7 A Tl BB, oV S
PO B PG vh M SR T K o T DA 258 A
TRFEA BRI GRS TR IR A PEAf rh S 4L B ) 1)
LW R BT B IE S S F R S S B
( Huff & Goodman ,2007) ,

T—NH, WARREF R TESHEANRE
W51, 1) 40 e 28 P 4% 75 1 ( Neural network ; Gierl
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Zheng, & Cui, 2008 ; Shu, Henson, & Willse, 2013;
Cui, Gierl , & Guo,2016) , ¥l K& £ J7 15 (Rough set;
/NEL, TR, A75%5:K,2016) |, 33 ) & HLEE (Sup-
port vector machine; JE 3 X, TH B, KN4, R &,
EEE,2016) , XEIESH T RN LI AR
[ EARRL EOR T R R EE Q HEMER,
AL IR ES 5 B AR [ W A% 2 (Tdeal Response Pat-
tern, IRP) 22 [H] ) BR S 5C 5, 5 F & B I 5 S B0
2, A DAME R A e S SR R AR BN Sl 2 ) 45 Bl 32
Fem EYLEPLA = > SR BT SE B 4028, W AT DA
FARERR AR 27 T X R B 50 R 2 I RS2 R 4325
X TE T A H Bl & B8 Mg =CR Q
JEREE BT, R A URAS SRR R AR Z 8] 1Y
B OC BT LASE B, Wt 2 0 75 75 1B A B R
MR RSHERFLS, XS H %P IFARRPNAL
Bri s AR RS B o HISE B & 52 ] —
BRI E , N B PR R Al s
W5 RRSEA AT B2 A R, FIHX S 508 6k
R SCI AR SIS ER LSRR . BT B
X LR ZHOT vE  AUORERE A Y BAE  BAE
AAF BB R R B SLRREZ RN 5 B b S s
R AHETR SR, IANEE — AR S B AR 2
Sy 87 JF 5 ( Cluster analysis; Chiu, Douglas, & Li,
2009) , ¥ W #EE5 1% ( Hamming distance ; Chiu & Doug-
las, 2013 ) S AL H B L PRVEE RN B, X P
5 B N R [ A AT RS, Sl T R

« BEWEHERASCERE £ T MR Z T Q M MiT SR RIT L (22YICZHI60) , LT B BAR R AR BT

W55 LB &R,
BEES . EHLE - mail ; wling - 007@ 163. com,
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FSAR X 5 BHAR S AR 2 [R) BRE , DATI S2 B2
32 AR BT PP 5 B R R SRR AT AR
TS 5 S A B AR, W R SRR
B I N SRR AR W HEE AR S TR A A
K, I AR SR 2RO A AR 24T

WHTESHRIN AR B SIS H0A ST
L2 TR —FF e BRI SESE0A M
WAL KRS (4, B IE MR 2 W PEAG
FEF SR R A, Rl RB A8 T IR IE S8
INHIS W s 1 R R, 25 T I F 59 2 48 o o A DL o
Hr W28 AT /MREAS A RIS T B3 S R 24 g LA
kIR,
2 DUMHT R 48 B B 7R A SN2 B o B2 A Bk

DI -3 R 2% ( Bayesian Networks, BNs) 245 & HE
5 B R R SRS (5K 7E 3C, TR, 2006) .
— DU R 2y — > SR AR BN — 2 SR A AR 2
B, o S5 R A m] TCFR A, B T SR s Bl
PR &, 7 1)y 3R 28 5 22 [ 1R R R B PR SR AR %
A T FRERES BT 5P B R AT s AR 1]
T A XA R M h BT R ESEX
TSR T BRIk E. Hln, B 1 e —
RTINS W7 1 DL 5 B 2% (Levy & Mislevy,
2017) , FESXAE5M v @ PR A H AL B RS T9 A, A
H 5@ P2 8] RO R TR ok R s, B I
MR AR S TR AR H Y Q 4
MHEE . B REXRE R R
A NGRS NER, MEH 4 METEE 1 FE
PE 2 WIS E , XN B R R B B, K
AR AR A DU R 28, Wt
E ARk S B W s . IR MR A5,
LU T IR UK B AL AR 0 A D — R D R A 5 ) ofe
B, DU A A B 22 [) B 2% PR A7 R R B
SIATRHEAT S, W B W S B, I AR
FRI 53R 3515 LR L ( Neapolitan 2004 )

T H AT DU ) 45 (0 S H0R B 7 ik, AT LA
H L 468 , XTEHT RS R E X RS
Hh 2w R (R, IR AR, 2012) , AT DU FE S48
iR AR BRI 2 ) R AT AR AL 3
S, HINE &R —LWFRR I R 2 R THA
2t 43 25 7 ( Sinharay, 2006 ; Sinharay & Almond,
2007 ; Wu, 2013 ; Almond , Mislevy, Steinberg, Yan, &
Williamson ,2015 ; Levy & Mislevy,2017) , AHE T4
SOANRZWT S, 2T EEA WM REOE A, RA
KR REEM Q HFEH ML, LUK —4A
AR FA GRS B L $5 DR T

INFZWHEAT S BUE T — 3 SE T M4 Hh iy
FABRIFAERRC AN, BRI S R B
1 I SHAT TR SR IR , 33X X B I 57 ) 2%
BABRERBR T WSEMATHRE, AR R
EIEBL T B2 B0 1) U 5 78 PR3 : MCMC
(Sinharay, 2006 ; Sinharay & Almond, 2007 ) & %
EM ( expectation maximization, Korb & Nicholson,
2010) Hk, CAK IR 4 B T2 W it
i, AR T MCMC S0l i 07 1 R A e 3 — ]
B o X AR I M R SR
B 950 R OB 2 W SN FI2 WS R T i A 7]
MIESE, B MCMC S 80115 1 F R ROR B, M
DR IREHFE PR R BT 2 W R E B

il

P(2ty,...s 5. 6. 3. 4 ) =
3
:E’_l[.v(le%)x

1,1 Pl 17
L0 1P
01 B IP
0.0 L 1P

*
LIP(%IQ. G (i Gy =

8
]_—‘! DO, |Gdp (R p(58) p(GLIR, €,)
e

1 {ERIAMIS BT AR B DU R 57 P 4%

BEAh, B A A — SRR 5T 4 DL S R0 26 F T IA
LR, H i 4% (2009,2023) , £%(2012)
o6 P L 507 P 2 0 R AT 3 28, (R R AT A e
SR DL 1 g — P B e s~ B2 28
a5, VI ZRE A H BEE A0 5 g ison B PR SR,
[F et 2 5 B — e H AR R R T
MRIPURS . R Brl RIS — 1~ 2 0 281
ERRIR, AR Z A B ERFBHRR
&, AR SR RLR HAPVRESBS B, ko
FHBEAEAARA T 8, T HLA W B HlAv =%~ B3
SRARTESCUERT IS B0 32 B F- R U S Bdm s 49 =
MR o e s A (2011) A DL 30 R E 4T S 4 2
>, MBI R J P2 PR A X A 20 R P R B =
KR, P BN R FR R W DURFREIE &K
REREHRFR , ARSI PO T e B
RENELEE A (2016) £ A DU M-ST R 2%, i i 2R A
TR AT B 2R K T M A R, B i )R
PRI KRR KR X PHIFE AR R DT 4%
HRAAZE PR R IERSCR R, B RA Y REIE
PV M-SR R 248X R AT B 28 . R LT
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DS M 45 SN2 W HRAR T 2 [A] 5C R R HI R
1, BB B — BRI AR
3 RHHMESHMAIT RP - EM HEZLH
DU-S R 2% B RS TS B R AR R A
BEBEREPRE WRMETT 8L R R
fEHRR C R AR A0 ol 5 i SR I AL R 2R A 1
PRI (HREEST, FEHEMS , 2006 ) , 1t 828 5
it P2 T R AU A B Al L SE BE (Lee, 2011) 6
T IGBRATT LA e B B 7 B KU B e B HAR A
RAEH I BT, Wk R A 2 BA
AR BRI R DL M- M 45 1 2 M 45 280 (B
— MR EE, D L EREME 1 MR
2,00H 2 WERM: 2, Xt T — MR T
AR B iR DLy R 5 G54, 4 2 B s o R BEEk
e EE L R E R BIE 5 AL T30 E
SRR, AR A X HE BB AT LRI 45 1
MHT MR BETT RS O T UL — IR, 34T
H3E T 9 BRI TRE, HAE K 2 iy bl
Mg 4t 4 DEE A ERBERER 1 (X 9 M
AL E A ZH I 25 U0 BT AN DR , o A
A RAUELREN) . EHTERUBEREL,
AT LSRR PR R G R LUK B 1 A R
B, S R EYE | SRRy 4/9, FR)E M 2
BBy 5/9, WITR2 s TEEtE 1 FgE k2 #
FRFHL T, EXTE 1R 1, AR
AERMEOLTENIH 1 RN 0, EREM: 2
MEAFRBE L EXNBE 1 WRN 2/3; %48
JEPE L SRR 2, X H 1 R0y 1/
20 XWE 2 FAEEBERISRBCEPITE 1, 88—
—BGk . FET UM ET MBS B (R BER AL &
ER) Z 5, B AT DAGE R 2 DU 199 950 00 g sk i
PUIRES, 1l M43 AR H A2 SR, 38 5 AR S HE B R
BORAE PR ARES MU LA R HUE, S T B 5
B R BOE FOAHS B — AR A O RIURES
PA_ESRERZR AL AN SR 35 U B0 72
WU DUH-57 P AP AR R ARLSR A T B SE B (5K 3% 3, 35
MG ,2006) o 38 AR AR AR A T3t ST B DL -3 Y
HSRAT R A R — A B ) W
A, 31X 55 P 1 28 R 45 B ST AR 1) AL (SVMs; Liu
& Cheng, 2018 ;7£3C X 4F,2016) I FIARIZ T Y5
Ao XA R Sl R 7 B — i st
FIPUIRZS B9 VR 2 SR B30 o DN 45 25 B LA 2 >
. ZACAESEONMS WIS 4, BAEA K
RIREK S R B T BRI R R AR 5T
SRS R, ARG RARETEH K,

B2 RTINS R DU HT R 4%
F 1 FATNGZ T 22 A EURE

Attributel  Attribute2 Tteml Ttem2
casel 1 1 1 1
case2 1 0 1 0
case3 0 1 1 1
cased 0 0 0 0
caseS 1 1 1 1
case6 1 0 0 0
case’ 0 1 0 1
case8 0 0 0 0
case9 0 1 1 0

R2 ERANGRIREEIRA AT ERBR T
SefaitrRGERMB TR

P( Attributel )
Attributel =1 Attributel =0
4/9 5/9
P( Attribute2 )

Attributel =1 Attributel =0
5/9 4/9

P(Iteml | Attributel , Attribute2 )

Attributel Attribute2 Tteml =1 Iteml =0

1 1 1 0

1 0 12 1/2

0 1 2/3 1/3

0 0 0 1

P( Item2 | Attribute2 )
Attribute2 TItem2 =1 Ttem2 =0

1 4/5 1/5
0 0 1

AR ERAR S BT 5K R0 o ) JR 1k ZE R A X
15 X DLH-S7 R 2 AT YN 25, 8 3 AR AR T B A
THRERSHAZ R AT TR (HR A REE AR
SRR o B B JaR 1 R 2 2 RIS OC R Y
EHARPASLMB H SRR . WERETE
DL ety o 45 254 R A S B R VR S OB B
8258 H B AR B HIRY , B H A2 S L i X i
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R (K A AR S AR S AE P 2 G54 vh o R AN 11, 3X
W R BISR AR T WSEAG TR, 0
M S EAE T TEPER T U EABREA R
WAHOLT IR R BRI s LR IR M Wb Ak
BRERRAEIY MCMC 535, iR EM S35 AT LA AL 28 fk
SFABTRN R, (E 2K DL 307 B T AR W AR 58
WA HA EM ZEETSHRNIR . W EME
ETESEBRR I 2B B S B R, JU I R AE A
ARB PRI T (Ma & Jiang,2020)

g5 b, BalfE ] IRP {5 B BRIl T O i
BREPATIGE BAIEE R NG, M5 m EM &
BIEREAR R/ D I 28 5y AU R, K P Fh IR
B SEKETRE IR _FH L BREETE? BT
SR T I S P AR R WS 21 R T8 AR KA
SAGT I EEAG T U B S 4, B X e S B R
el BHET A A EM R4k S AT S8, A
TyER T HA EM BREIEAAA BB/ DR sk
FRIIRLRE . TZRAE R 1 SE BUE . DL ST 0l SR A4
Netica( http ; //www. norsys. com) S B}, Netica E{4:4%
S AT DLSEISE S BRI 00 T IR KR S Bk
2, WA RIS B A AR BUR R OL T B EM Bk
MAEAPIFIATIE W K/ DMEARIE IR B KR S8
fhiit e & AT SE B S8ttt o i o

i3 Notica §RPFE} UL IS5 P2 45t Sl 3 B
R T S AR HE L JB P 2 BT 3
S 30 A 19 B 55 R 2 L A 3%
(Q PR B) W3l i P L5 AT k. A5
24 A 57 B AR A I B 5
B AR S R LR S R PR 8 3
7 32 BRI i 2B 1 R SUIRAS 5 1 30
AN H ) Q AR BT L ) 32 x 30 B
B2 2 0 9072 48 I K (TRP) , 45
IRP I AR ZS (2 B 36 [ AR ) 0 3
P, M2 FLELAT 52 AR T K LA 4550
T R 746 26 P HER B 3t 2 BN — TRP 5%
B9SEB FTE T AL S PRAE  £3
ST BB AR . SRR SR
VAL, IS UL 30 8 4 4 P A 5 U I 9 S5
LSR5 AR 25 T A B £
B B2, AL TR B2 (IR S
AT e, T O A BEARE R B MSERRAE MM
I HL S SEFRA2 R 3 B TR M0 B LS AR
A RN HCHTHRLE £ B (B (R AT
SHATHY EM H050TL, J6RTAET BN - IRP B3k
IR LA HHOBHUE N EM BT S5
FEVERORIRAHE, FETTTSC L BN — IRP ~ EM B3k, [ 3

T iz
F a7l

47
$A2046

0589 205

151105

3 ATIAEISHER WM M 7E Netica AR LRI
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Mode W11

Chance v

T T 3

T F 19. 306 80. 694
F T | 6729 32.71
F F || 9173 90. 827

4 PR MR THEEHERSHE
JEan T RTIATS I i DL S5 0 1) B 254, 404
Q HFHEEM S MR, EF AT AR, T
ERZ SWBEN 1, F ARZ S Eh 0, K
IR B 23 H, BET R R SR

LA 4 @i B DS S i BR S BE A,
YR A 3 BIRZR S5, B H VI & T AL A2 Bi4
INHEYE, AR 4 A1, A2 MEBUEH G L IO fh, £ix
PURPEE T B H VI BEBUE D 1(T) 83 0(F) 1)
W HIFE R 4 s 2R, KILEHE, Z K2
AT i B 2R A SR L R T SR TE O
R, BMEHTSBZ)E, AR X o
KR SHGH TR HER, F TR B B E 58
HYURZS . #EF R, AU S B R FRIR A
T DU ) 48 B3 5 s (T SCET#% BN - IRP - EM)
PATNFIZ W o S HERA 1
4 DU EE R ZEMERTER T RIS W 2 K4 REIR R
4.1 FEF*

Chiu I Douglas(2013) #H T —FRA] FHF/MEA
INFSWIR 7 s, BGE e i i X S BAR
PSS Rl B BE RS S B, Xt BN — IRP - EM ik
/A BOL T S 2SR RER R SR T 53X F
SUHATAT T . BRI e R A T E A
#( Average attribute classification rate , AACR ) FIBEH]
#EZR (Pattern classification rate ,PCR) ,

BAGEIT R S A, W KB
30 &, Q FEMFINR 3 B, B H B AR RS
BH(0,0.3) WA A6 . Bk AR ROl
DINA #% ( Deterministic Input, Noisy Qutput “AND”
gate model ; Macready & Dayton, 1977 ; Junker & Sijts-
ma,2001),R - RUM( Reduced — Reparameterized U-
nified Model ,R — RUM, Hartz,2002) 1 ACDM (de la
Torre ,2011) L3 A= o WK B R 58 W ™
A7 A — PR BT HI BE 1B M E R BN 35
LA P EEYL B AR &2 30,50, 100,200,500 4%
B, BRI S B BUNAE RN 1725 (K =5);
5 —Fh R K PR S IR A S4B 0T,
ZHBAPI(Chen,2017) BT Ko BB
MRS  RYE Q JEE M S HCE 7 A 9l i
VR BB . 456 DL L LRI, 2 =AM
#I(DINA,R - RUM,ACDM) x AR EKIE(30,
50,100,200,500) x WAk HRIRZS 20 22 (uni-
form,mvn) 30 FHEHUF I, GAPEF LA 30 1K, B
30 IRIME N B EER

WAEC A Q FEIGEA 2 - B 45 254y, BAK
HUL, 5 — M H S5 E B IEZ R B R R,
1 P 28 25 R I D B 35 A 5 IAAB T A Z A
WA e RS, , 8 3 Fis , KPR B H R S
BT R Z A S 5 AR AR AT LAGE I A [l 1 FY
BRESRIK K, o i A T B4~ TL 57 B B 2544
BB A I AR Q JERE, 77 AR T 46 9 AR L
RIABT, S8 K AR S O AL 2 RIXe B Y J P ZE R A
FAER VNSRRI 5 DL - B, 2K 05 1R 40 B B AR
R RAER] EM Bk gk gt 0 ik 3 o 1 24K
X1 #24d B Netica (http ://www. norsys. com ) #% {4
S K DA R IS W R AR S AT
Chiu i Douglas (2013 ) $2 H ¥ W] BE 25 05 ¥5 04T LL
B, H T UM BN - IRP - EM BB I 4 K1
Jr¥Et s BN - IRP J7 ¥EHEAT HUAL, RV A FA8 i
RIS IIZR M 2515 2 M 48 S50, T A8k Z2 5 1] EM
RS

*3 W Q EREIRIT

Al A2 A3 A4 A5 Al A2 A3 A4 AS
In 1 0 0 0 0 I16 0 1 0 1 0
R 0 1 0 0 0 117 0 1 0 0 1
3 0 0 1 0 0 118 0 0 1 1 0
4 0 0 0 1 0 119 0 0 1 0 1
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gR3
Al A2 A3 A4 A5 Al A2 A3 A4 AS
I5 0 0 0 0 1 120 0 0 0 1 1
16 1 0 0 0 0 21 1 1 1 0 0
I7 0 1 0 0 0 22 1 1 0 1 0
I8 0 0 1 0 0 123 1 1 0 0 1
9 0 0 0 1 0 24 1 0 1 1 0
110 0 0 0 0 1 25 1 0 1 0 1
11 1 1 0 0 0 126 1 0 0 1 1
112 1 0 1 0 0 127 0 1 1 1 0
113 1 0 0 1 0 128 0 1 1 0 1
114 1 0 0 0 1 129 0 1 0 1 1
I15 0 1 1 0 0 130 0 0 1 1 1

4.2 HR&ER
¥ 9 P 2 i ( Hamming Distance ,H - D, Chiu &
Douglas 2013 ) F15& T~ 1 i Hir ) % 5 i J7 ¥ 7E A )
FUTNHAMERINE 4. K5 P, W& 4 1917
JR A ER P AT LI ], 78 DINA BERIR, M 50R
SRS 53 AR EF, BN - IRP 5 1) AACR 4k T H
-D i, FEARMAEKF T AACR HERE , B0A
KRAAL B BN - IRP - EM 2/ AACR 5 T H
- D ¥R BN - IRP 3, 3 H B E A& K, AACR
ABEEHRESE, xR KL BN - IRP - EM H ik
HONMERREE AN A IRP SIS @M K5 8., T HLREtE 4
A HEREE RN R . HAPRERMNLITIE

SorAimt, BN - IRP (B4 & T H - D 35, BN -
IRP - EM 3B £ T BN - IRP £, 7£ RRUM %!
T, RAPURE RN S 50 A, 18 & 20 IE S5
i ,BN - IRP (% AACR #8% T H - D 3, 7ii BN -
IRP - EM J5 /25 T BN - IRP 3, Jf H P& i 3
AE SR HER AR IR, XA R AR EE
KR, 7 ACDM BT, JLiE AIPUIRZS 2 MM
B AR ib R OLIEA 43, BN - IRP J7 (5 AR AR
=T H-D ¥, 3 H AACR B & B 18 B E R R
HEAIAREE 2, BN - IRP - EM J7 i FIAE R T BN -
IRP J53% , 3 H. i th B IR BT 3 48 0o

R4 ZHAEEFAREARKFETHTHEEHAEZR(AACR)

AR 30 50 100 200 500
H-D 0.953 0.954 0.951 0.952 0.952

uni BN - IRP 0.952 0.953 0.950 0.951 0.951

DINA BN - IRP - EM 0.956 0.960 0.962 0.962 0.961
H-D 0.949 0.946 0.949 0.950 0.949
mvn BN - IRP 0.954 0.951 0.953 0.954 0.953
BN - IRP - EM 0.959 0.956 0.960 0.962 0.963
H-D 0.891 0.891 0.892 0.892 0.893
uni BN - IRP 0.903 0.904 0.904 0.904 0.914
BN - IRP - EM 0.936 0.939 0.944 0.957 0.959
RRUM H-D 0.896 0.900 0.897 0.898 0.902
mvn BN - IRP 0.914 0.913 0.912 0.912 0.916

BN - IRP - EM 0.936 0.939 0.951 0.960 0.961
H-D 0.841 0.843 0.843 0.844 0.844
uni BN - IRP 0.865 0.868 0. 860 0.869 0.869
ACDM BN - IRP - EM 0.908 0.917 0.918 0.951 0.955
H-D 0.853 0.856 0.854 0.854 0.859
mvn BN - IRP 0.884 0.883 0.881 0.881 0.885
BN - IRP - EM 0.913 0.927 0.941 0.945 0.956

IR uni ARSI mvn (URZIUIES AR
H - D {071 B BE 5240 9 97 5 ; BN — IRP F0 BN - IRP - EM {0 DL M43 26073k, LT 260
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ARG

RS ZSMAEREFAREARKFTHEXBEEH A ZE(PCR)

AR 30 50 100 200 500
H-D 0.823 0.821 0.816 0.820 0.819
uni BN - IRP 0. 806 0. 806 0.798 0. 804 0.803
BN - IRP - EM 0.824 0.828 0.833 0.838 0.840
DINA H-D 0.801 0.794 0.801 0. 806 0. 804
mvn BN - IRP 0.813 0.803 0.808 0.813 0.812

BN - IRP - EM 0.820 0.835 0.837 0.840 0.841
H-D 0.555 0.549 0.556 0.554 0.559
uni BN - IRP 0.590 0.588 0.593 0.589 0.595
RRUM BN - IRP - EM 0.710 0.734 0.752 0.810 0.813
H-D 0.570 0.582 0.576 0.577 0.594
mvn BN - IRP 0.636 0.634 0.630 0.628 0.644
BN - IRP - EM 0.707 0.732 0.777 0.813 0.815

H-D 0.371 0.374 0.385 0.379 0.381
uni BN - IRP 0.443 0.450 0.456 0.451 0.452
ACDM BN - IRP - EM 0. 600 0.612 0.640 0.769 0.795
H-D 0.419 0.432 0.422 0.422 0.437
mvn BN - IRP 0.519 0.518 0.513 0.509 0.524
BN - IRP - EM 0.622 0.671 0.702 0.745 0.794

MRS By @ PER S R 3R 45 kB, 78 DINA
BT, YRR S IR 5 4045 if, BN — IRP 32
&+ H - D 3% PCR,{HE BN - IRP - EM ¥/
PCRm T H-D &, mMHFIRRERMEITCIESS
i, g & BN - IRP 44 2 BN - IRP - EM 348
=T H-D ) PCR, 7 RRUM AT, ik 21y
SRR ZITIES -4, H - D 38 PCR 2y
50% % ,Tii BN — IRP - EM #: /) PCR 3} 70% £, 1F
FEA RN 200 2 500 B, EE IR E| T 80% , I IE R
220 NE 43 s A4, T BN - IRP 3L A VR AT
H -D 3:#1 BN - IRP - EM 32 Ji], 7 ACDM & #
T,H-D $:# PCR EAL, EL W IERH TN
40% 2 TEX S0 A R E EIR BT 30% £, HRfE
F BN - IRP { B B3I 7 PCR,SF-3¥38 i 10 ~F
SR, TR MR Z BN - IRP - EM 3,
[t H - D 31 PCR PR8N T 20 Z240H 4.

5 IMNESHE

INFIZ W AR W R R R R R AT P 324t
ZWHE B, SR FEA MRS, T PR P Ah B4
WA/ P, X I R RSN W &
RS AR, SE S B THRZEH K
PEMO RS BAHER , s TR BOR B A BB
B RS Rt . AHEST $R 5 T 3RAL I R A X
WIZR DU HT B IE 45 G EM BIE LTS5 T2 W
ST, T DU TR DR ACIE B T 2
Wi4r2 2, 4% BN — IRP 3 BN - IRP - EM 3 5]

FEAL T HEAE S AR 3K (IRP) B985 B BB 2 ( Chiu &
Douglas,2013 ) #E17 HAE, FRAH S W B X AR L 19
RS E TP RSB AEE B G . A
HEC AR M EAESHONERE YA T T E T
XF R LN W 2. B ANt 2 M 28 (Gi-
erl,Zheng , & Cui,2008 ; Shu, Henson, & Willse,2013;
Cui, Gierl , & Guo,2016) , 25434 ( Chiu, Douglas , &
Li,2009) , ¥ WA 2 ( Chiu & Douglas,2013) , ¥RE4E
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The Application of Bayesian Networks in Cognitive Diagnosis with
Small Sample Size

Wang Lingling
(School of Educational Science,Shenyang Normal University , Shenyang 110034 )

Abstract ; In this study,Bayesian networks( BN) are proposed to conduct cognitive diagnosis in a small sample. The combination of IRP
(Ideal Response Pattern)and EM parameter estimating methods can overcome the shortcomings of IRP and EM algorithms respectively,
and can realize the BN application in a small sample size. The Monte Carlo simulation study is used to examine the performance of the
BN - IRP — EM method in a small sample size ,compared with the hamming distance method. In the simulation study,the pattern match
ratio and average attribute match ratio are used as criteria to evaluate the classification accuracy of different approaches. To demonstrate
the effectiveness of the BN — IRP — EM method, the BN based purely on the IRP method is adopted as the controlling method , another
controlling method is the hamming distance ( H — D) method. The results are as follows ; the classification rate of the BN — IRP method is
slightly higher than that of the H — D method which is based on the same IRP information except for some conditions. The classification
rate of the BN — IRP — EM method is higher than the BN — IRP method and the H — D method in all circumstances. In the BN - IRP -
EM condition, due to the incorporation of the empirical information,the classification rate is gradually increasing with the increase in
sample size. These outcomes demonstrated that the BN — IRP — EM method could be used in a small sample size and can promote the
application of CDA in classroom assessment.

Key words ; cognitive diagnostic assessment;bayesian networks ; classroom evaluation ;small sample size



