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PSYCHOLOGICAL EXPLORATION
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W E.iA% i A (cognitive diagnostic model,CDM) #5453t 1050 B 37 £ 2 836 B A 5w
FERET FABSHREARR AAKRPFHEA LR QERSGE BREERLRAEREFSINAESR
BRI, FE W ZEE(FEEEGEIER)E CDM 69 L5 A it s F LA L abf
SR, XEPRT FE W FrZ4E%E CDM ¥4 RBTHER RETUAEARZR
W13 BIE AR T R AR ERAIRE . BESLHAMAAEG TR AT TR,

KEBIR A A BT O £ oy 2AEM AE B AEM AR R Q ERS B

hE4 S :B841.2 MERARIRES A
1 5|§

22 MU F R T S A SO e R A
BA— P00 56 43 0K 1 3R B KA T B B 1 2 T 3K
R AERHT— RO BRI R S A 2 Wi R ( cog-
nitive diagnostic model, CDM) {78 T i X —fEH R,
XAE CDM JEAERAGRN T IZ R0 M LK e E
2RE, COM RHBARSG T LA EIER, 2
U Y Vs 7R T P (B A R0 25 4 A R R
T HRR R A R D B RS ), B4R
HE R S, PR A B AR AR A RO T T R 4
o HAl,COM B Z T 03 BF iR
SRELI ( Sorrel et al. ,2016)

CDM K 4t it 6 3 62 45 #5881 2 B0 b o 1%
( standard error,SE) fiiit.. 20 H 3 5 2= 7 ( differential
item functioning, DIF) #; 4%  T0 B 7K SPARHS 48 . Q 48
M IE JB IR R R ARRERSE S MEEMUIR S
{5 EAE R S B R Oy 22— W 7 2200 R, 7 25—
T ZEHE AR CDM [ 4e i g vp B B Al A O
[RIYEF ( von Davier & Haberman,2014) , 75 Z—1
75 2550 M RE S AR MR DR VB SN B A TR L &
B, 6 Z=—Wh 5 2R BT M T R BOE- 5 AT L3R
BERSHAGTHER SE, AR EE S A HE
HIANEA = P (Philipp et al. ,2018) ;05 22— 7 2258
MERTLAM 7 Wald Gt & #5170 H 2h 68 & - T
(Liu et al. ,2019;Ma et al. ,2021) .37 H 7K AR 1
B¢ (Liu et al. ,2019;Ma & de la Torre,2019) .Q %M
BIE (R 28,2020 ;Ma & de la Torre ,2020a) 5,
itz b, Wt (55,2020 Liu et al. ,2021 ; Tem-
plin & Bradshaw,2014) 35 H JF Z=—1 Jy 2= 8 M 7] D
HRRBYERERR, FTERH SRR, Hl0S—2k

+ EIFES  XIEH,E - mail: linyanlou@ 163. com,
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Z(2017) BT BEZRRRRERZIHH R,

TIUAFK, $EXHE B (B2 E58E
¥)7E CDM By geiti s h /e, BFe & F R T IR
ABIBEFE, IR TR 205 BAE AR T i, 248
HEZEEHTESBEMATEEEERE (de la
Torre,2009) 75 &A1 H 280 A w85 B M
(de la Torre,2011) \5E%& 1) 2230 3¢ XAHIRAR B 46
(empirical cross — product information matrix , XPD ; XI|
E#E &5,2016; Philipp et al. ,2018) \S2%& [N ER (5
B 46 (observed information matrix , Obs; X EE#E 45,
2016;Liu et al. ,2021) . ZEB W =G E B 4 %
(sandwich - type information matrix, Sw; Liu, Xin et
al. ,2019;Liu et al. ,2021) %, EEXHTERNE
R BEABK G RITA [FJr R Z R B R S, T
AR EEAE CDM Gtk g b iR I, NMUBEH
P E T R E B AT O R m R SRR B, 18
RN 2 B & TR R A5 SR I 08 B FR SR AR .

T, CEMERISHY) SE fh 11 DIF K
BRI A Q B IE UK B ER R RHFERX S
A~ CDM (¥ FZEHR AU &, FEAPER T 7 25—
B2 MEEG TR I  AE R, AR M A 15 S
HEFER R T SRS O, BRIE N AR T
WEZEREH TSR,
2 HE—hFELEKEE CDM Bt hiER
2.1 BELHH SE Hit

TEZ4L CDM H, S@ 3ok X Jr 22— )7 2= 50 e X
B ITEEIATI B R, AT B S B M
72%[77 ( structural parameter) §J SE B A4 iH{H. H
& NORGERI SR SE WHER A B,
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2245 BB {5 X 8] ( confidence interval, CI) 33515
HEHEMNGEE (EX X 4,2020) . BAEAME, @
KRS SE 5 = M4 & AR S0 THE
# CI:
[B 22« SE(B)] (1)
AR
[ %zs - SECGp] (2)
Hr, B FRTH B HAEIHE, SE(@) F R T B
BRI SE 3 FREMBEUEIHE, SE G R G
BHHY SE 320 Fm (1 - - ) BVELAF DX IR L A

DA BEMAKF—ER, SE /), CT#/),
SRS THE A B B BB, SR 5 3R 15 1
BRIATHE.

BAEIS RN SE AETH M HERRYER B TR 45 R
FIVERS 1, BP9 # (Liu, Xin et al. ,2019; Philipp et
al. ,2018) FEA R BIBEE 4540 T AT THFSE A A
5 B HSHA 585 B 2R S 5
8 SE A5 BT H SR A BB E BER &
KRR EI SR SE, SE8 (5 BAERE TR
SE S5A5ERA5 BAHFTHE K SE M, MZEB/D.
2.2 REIREFER

DIF 45 23k H A RIAERA MR EEiEE
AP IR L A 15124 3> T B R A TR] (Hou et
al. ,2014) . fn, Mg B LR —FER K B LML
AR EERE T, A R R A KRR H , B AT
RES A S el R 452 2 T 22 B M BB R KK P, AR 4
I H XX PR LA A8, B H 7R
DIF (i1} £,2020)

KT =—bh 7 2256 2 Wald Seit B AT
DIF 656 B J5UHL R < 46 B A [7) 4 % B Y AR R 2
BRAEMFE (LI ,2014) , Hou 55 (2014) 1&
DINA #i%I(the deterministic inputs,noisy “and” gate
model) T, 321 1 i ] Wald St it R RAL % DIF .

Wald = (RB)'(RER)™(RB)  (3)
H, B, = By — Br, T3t B FARAL P AR
BRI SHMITHEZ 2 ; R 2TEA FEERT
MR & BATMBINARERE; 3 BT H SN
E— I 2R, 3 & Wald GEi-RIFL .

R Wald G531+ &8 7547 DIF .50 0, A B e 1Y
gtk sy, HREW A 56t — ik DIF Aidk— 2k
i) DIF( F5L4R %££,2014; Hou et al. ,2020), {H .,
LEFHFFE ( £ 5HR%,2014; Hou et al. ,2014; Hou
et al. ,2020) #, T DIF #:36 1 Wald 451 & %
HRATERAG BN, i TEREZBENSY T

—RERERRWEK. ETH, RE (X EH%
& 2016 ;Liu,Yin et al. ,2019;Ma et al. ,2021) 3% H
R LU 1 28 T S0 A S8 2 {5 5 R ) A 1
Wald e it BE7ER % DIF R, KB ERE B
PEr gy Wald S ETEM T DIF i), 75— K 45R
IR MG TS ) H A B AR

2.3 B KFHA K

HETE 46/ 100 £/ CDM, 45— 5 COM
FRFRA fF) CDM, X — M (1) CDM 3& 25 i DA 29 3T AJ
LIS EIRFER CDM, EBSR MRy CDM BERE BT AT 1Y
PEEEE (N E LA T B 5%, S0t 26
BB LU R Ok, B Al S BHFE R R R
Kswa , BT RERIERIR, MSRREEA
BR/NYIRBEIRATE & 8 PSSR, BT LA
LR PSRRI G R R E R
KEEN.

De la Torre i Lee(2013) & HH7E G — DINA #ER]
(the generalized DINA model ) EZ2 T, {#f F§ Wald 4t
THEIFTIH AT AR RS, R BR . v] AT B
K BT FT IR R R H KT 1 B H , T
BB ARG A & R 2 35 52 W RT3 R, K e R
CDM 45 ek COM, HIEA N

Wald = (RB)"(RZR)(RB;)  (4)
H,g, BIH j W3 B SH0R KA &

Wald 8 &AL REBE IR F] HRFERAE Y, i B 6B
BB A2 UER M (Ma & de la Torre,2016) o {H 2, 3
4352 (de la Torre & Lee,2013;Ma & de la Torre,
2016) #4221 Wald 4t i1 847 £ — B IR 210
MRk, RASEREBAEMHE Wald G238 T3
BB LU, Wald SEit B3R I BN RS A 1
—RERER R TR R (X E# %,2019;
Liu, Andersson et al. ,2019)

2.4 Q4EMASIET *

Q FE G S T 4 1) N RS F N B B, 8
ST R S50 T EOAE , BURR Q 48
FErP A BETETE B4R IE . Q IR IR E &
TRAR B SR T vER 1, 7 A 45 2 MR B — B
P&, I BRI B HEAETH(Chiu,2013) .

Ma HI de la Torre (2020a) 7F seq — GDINA %l
(the sequentialGDINA model ) FF 42 Hi T Stepwise Jy
BEHAT Q JEFBIE . Stepwise T EEE SER M GDI J5
¥ (de la Torre & Chiu,2016) \NEA—JBVER q W&
hEE—NIIRENE, BB P 2R A Wald 4
THE TR A2 75 1S I M B R M R R IE AR 1K ¢ 1)
&2, Vad GitEMT Q B IEM I AR
HjFix e q e LT 2 MRULEREE, %
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H—BHEMN ¢ M2 BERTIRAE FEEER—HBIE U
G2, XA BHERARLFR . Wald GitEH
Y =Wk

Wald = [Rp;(a)]"(RV,R") '[Rp;(a))] (5)
H, p(a,) A BHEEEREAN o BPEATE
T H j o EFIE BRI & V, 2T E EMTEE
RW 22— EE.

Ma F1 de la Torre (2019) 1\, BRIE T B
SRR Wald 263 & 5 VA, (H T 50 e X B ¢
K, i Stepwise J7 ikt i Wald i1t &R A SE
BERAEFERMRG R 22—y 2580, HIXE
TN Stepwise J7 L AEIEAAIE TE 48RP JB 77 T 3R
WL AT RE R E N TE Wald GeitERHHE PR T
ASERME R AR, BT LR AR R 28RN 58
BRI E Wald it RAT Q HEREIE, 5
Stepwise Jy 2 #E4T LA o

Stepwise J7 T Q HFF B IE &5 M, 5
BT T IZMRE, B0, KRS (2020 ) $5 45X 1
B HEPTIA seq — GDINA BRI b S BUAHRS U5 45
FrA Stepwise TR FIKT- 2 HIT B b 1y
BBATH Q B IESCR . MeAh, BHoeE T RL22ik
TEH 255 T %% Wald et 2/ T Q EMH B IER
R, BN ECE RE e B shiRA %, £ E T
SRR P R R TE 23 Q B IE )ik
5 Stepwise LT LA ARE M
2.5 BHRESFEREE

BF3T & ( Leighton et al. ,2004){A 7, J@ {1 L)
DR MIETE R R 50, BN DB 5 F 5%
e — 4 e PR R B AL TR H A& 1 B LA o B
. BOERRTR COM g PR 46 R BB T
BIRAM TSRO, BT N2
PS5

TEWSCBAR 1 E BV Z E W E F Kk RIRTIR
T, ETFhHE—M T EZHERRERY 2 it &7 U
KHERBHEES LR (FEF,2020; Liu et al. ,2021;
Templin & Bradshaw,2014) , ‘B EHE 565 —1
SHMSHRE RN 0 ST RBRL, i & L5y S
BORA VTR, SRR T RERY B M, 53
XIEEEREA N TS T AR R M. 24t
HEMNERR:

2= —1— (6)
SE(n)

Liu %£(2021) MBFE R = Giit & SRtk
4% ( Templin & Bradshaw,2014 ) #5045 FAE ML, BP
BT H BT ZEEREN - S RERRBIE
BEHRFZPTERITHRA . HERKE, HRIXT

: G RIRRBER R KRR WBRED , KRR
EWDEREARBEZET (Fl0, L8 &5
L) CRAARIRIME B : SiHEER
RIBMRERRZT RN
3 ERAEMEMTEE
3.1 ZHMABAFEREDX

CDM A, B 57 # (Liu et al. , 2016 Philipp et
al. ,2018) 454 CDM b [R] W FEFE P AP 2R B () S 4L
T H SRS SHSEEE MR ERAER
BTERIEE B AR i, W5 I A 2
NMEWEK =2 A RE T e R XA 4
i, Bl

@, 0 0

o = a |_ 1 0 (7
a; 0 1
a, 11

TEIXA~ IS BB A AT BE Y 8 P HR A (
a) B L =4 Fp(a) APAABAPRES L FR
PEERE o, 9370 LB, 180 p (@) R EE
FRAH | MEEERERK @, = (0,0)" K01
el

LB RN FETE XA P 58 —Fh R Liu 48
A(2016) #5 CDM P By £ R B ( B A Tt ik g
P T HEAY B8 Ak S AR AR S0 A O ) Rk D -

) = playl ) = 22 (g

;eXp (m)

XA p(a, 1) T N B BEHLAD ) —
MR EH | B EEENNER, g = (4,
com)’e FON TR Rt E RS R Y 1,
WG — B AR U R S B R Fim, =0,

55 )2 Philipp 45 (2018) HEF M4 S
7 RARERE SN BEEEEL a5 e, IF
Hﬂfﬂﬁw = (771 ,"'a7TL)’ %‘%i_\‘

m = play) (9)

RIEEBHE 2 EZ IBREBNSH UREHS
BRETE XA E, o] LG A AR R 28,

3.2 RRBHEEES
De la Torre (2009) £ G2 T CDM 1 2 F 4
i B SEETHE NS B ARG B E T -
oA x) , 94x)
SR
Hp, B = (BB ) WEEHBEBEZ
8,J RAFE T H R x BRI E ST A

WiE K& R ERE, Ax) = Z{IOg ;L(x.- |
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) p(ay) F7 KRR SRR I 11 X B D4R BB,
L(x; | @) FRBEEEEN o M e (1,
<, D) PR R & x, AR

De la Torre(2011) $2H {5 /& T BT B B4

5 SRR T
I = 8;(;) % (11)

Hp, g, BREANBEWTESHWE. AT
T FR T BT HSE, P L T BT HFE.
3.3 REWELEES
3.3.1 HAE{E R

DARP S » HREAXFEAM, Lu F
A(2016) 2 T CDM H i B ml 15 B 40 [
W (&) BRHEN 7

T = E[af(xi) . (‘)Kxi)] (12)
F oy oy’

TWERH AR, RE M EBE BMEE A
AL T E AET PR B & 07 (Tian et al.
2013) {H 7 (XA B LMHE. B, WEEE
Mg T TRESR I R TR ¢ MR RN AR, B3
B AT REMIEE R B, HE SME T H i E
FI3E 2 MR B EOE K, 0 H B8 KA T kit
B HIR, 7 SRELRSE S EA TR R, 7R
SRR AL S B B R AR AR o SRSE R A A A0
22 3| 1) A e PR 28 R s A R B 6] BN 1
VR I R BB 5 i R AR B S50 AR R AR A6 3
BARERSEIWEE,

3.3.2 ARG BEKE

XIEMEEE (2016) R H TR HEHEHS
B B MEEM S 0 WIEF G BB AT k. ]
TEHAE BN 7 A LR T 23R 2
B THE B AR B SO A 15 BRIk T v
Z{PD-T, :

%PD— = (M(x) * ('M(X;) (13)
! oy oy
Ty T WAEHCR A HASR PR F AL
ZH— B B AT SCAHTR T 3R, BOPRAE 42 30 A8 X
AR BRI

Philipp %5 (2018) [RI#EA A I 20K 5 B 244 B
MRS m WESTEFBERT. FNEEB
HERA{CAE & B 2R H S8 005 B SR
BALSHH) SE, i T XPD 15 B T, RIB

HUT 4 DMERIF A G
.8 B,w) (14)

%PDW = (
T Tam
Heh, 7, B &2 B S800E BAERE, S
T de la Torre (2009 ) #2 t} 1) {5 5 45 B A& 11 07 B

T T

T o BEARFT UL, WS E m W E K XPD
HEFERERS LB E R0 LB N B A
LR ZH SE BITHE, 8 /5 821 T 556 ( Lin
et al. ,2021),
3.3.3 WMEEfERHEME

XIS A (2016) th [ B4R T MRS B4R
B Ty :
FAx)
4 )

Tpbey FEIE T 1) TRER R X B SR BB T
BRI S H Wi R T B o
3.3.4 Z=HIA(EBIEE

Liu, Xin 2£(2019) 7 Liu 25 (2016) 42 1 B 22(5
B 7, R EHES(2016) 48 H 25658 XAH
Tels BAVE Trnp, UUROWERS BIERE Ty, H9LTH
B X T B M A B S b BAR ST AT
THEIE, 3 B T HAE BT vk, BN =5
WBEBES %, ,

‘%bsfn =

Sw—n s—1) -7~ Obs—q (16)

Tso-n PR Ty » PR Ty, » HIEIRZEL
=A.

RERIHL, Faen y ~ Tops o M o (6 BIEIE I T2
ARIEFTRMT AKX LERSE g KB, LU
BEEEEX S LA R B E SE AT
{Ho B, Liu %(2021) ISR = BRBER
TGSy BB RN T HBGERY Obs 7 Sw 48
K, B HHEHE Ty T T

FAylx) 94yl x)
Ty == | BB BT ()
F¥Aylx) Ayl x)
dmo B’ dmo o’
DI
‘%uf—fn’ = ‘%bs—w‘%;D—w‘%bs—w (18)

3.4 AZREEAET T E RN

AFERERERENE B E S8, REREL
HE ] PR 758 [ ( Philipp et al. ,2018) , FHET BB/,
TERSMR TR EER I, HE, B TFTEREHE
LSRRV J7 Z— W7 ZEHE R I 2238 AR
RERE, FERTSHE) SE At DIF ik MRt
B\Q FEMEIE MBI P Ar A A B HER [N R AR 5
PR STE A TG BRI

HBERAN 7 ETHRBMSHEAG, TELE P
HAEEERRMN, TR R EE B R 215 50¥
K, TR H BRI XE LA, B LA, 7 (VR A2
W ERHE. XPD fE M EHAE TR A
i AN T — B S RO AT LRI, (HAE R
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RBCERS , Al RE A EHERR R BRI A&, 5 XPD
FEFEAHLL, Obs 2 Sw 8 FE( Ty ~ Foey ) T SETT
K it 72 R Z BB 0L T BA E 41938, {H2 Obs
R LA B Sw g PR BOWAR B X B BLR sRBOC
THAERSEHN RS, NS ERE,
TEMINIR, B TS E R NE R, X =M
FAMLE B, XIE#SE(2019) £ Q FEMEFE IR
ERE R TR B, A S R4 BT
BSHRIE R L W J-, » 2 Q FEME AT
REA77E 45 IR R € B R A & KT 500 B 47 i A3
Ty o B, SEERE TE VLR 7] B 15 B JE PR i 2
SEAIG 178 5% LA B AT RE T p PR SE IR R, B 1
Obs K Sw M ( Tppeor ~ Fow-n ) » W] LARIISFRAGIH
ZH) SE MR E R0 B ERE W
LS HN SE, B ENTHs WA EE R,
TIEgg iR aFER A . TR m X BRI 5 R
MR (AR R EN 25T

#1 CDM HEREKEHITARESIER

N T L.\Q:I: A% ; S=y P
Tino & HE /N 7
Ion & HERD 7
P FEAmAN

g T SRR

‘%{PD—n n ﬂ‘ﬁ%ﬁ o

'%PD—‘[T w T‘I‘ﬁ%j‘ ﬁ

'%w—f/ n HEEX J
BEHIRS

Tonr ” wagk

Fson - HEER A

HE: T FA% B MU B SEE A TR DA
Ton BAFBEANTHSENA TR BER; 7 Fnl
B(RE) 5 BIEM; Fipp-, BAXEMES (2016) ER LK
IAAAR DA T, FARXIEHESF (2016) SEREMESE
BHRE; Tipp_, 2R Philipp 45 (2018) SEE LK 3 XA R
BIEH; -, 75 Liu, Xin 4(2019) 528 = 6 f5 BHEFE;
Toter T Ty FE7N Lin F2(2021) Bk B AR BAE AN =
B n M a ASMS . WA 7 RAHR LK
WHE, TBEAE TR R, —" R AE o
4 HEBERE

CEPR T I 22— JT 2255 E CDM [ 5 A
BEERGIHR S KRR, BT DRSS E R
HIfE BRI IE B R TR BRIk SE . HOUE A
SNBIE, T 2T ZHFE R ENE ML BRI R D &
HB A HUE Lt R R e, ARk Y
Wr5ETT I EELEPEL T I T
4.1 FFEABME G E—hF ZEEEHF &

DeCarlo(2019 ) 1A 2 15 5 45 K ) 58 B K X TP X

232 B3 RE R R ) 5% 1 IF 32 1Y 2R B PME ( posteri-
or mode estimation ) B A eiX — 0] ffl, PME &
T H&ME BEM TRy 22—y 28R
RIEBI R EANT#— L8t Philipp 48 (2018)
ANAAE logit FEIET AR ASA Al {8 5 v s A Y
HiH. Hik, 45 A& TR R BAL AR A &
2 A AR R BUR R w15 B A PR g e
HERRE, B RSEWIR P IT =2— T ZHEER
X E B AR RIG R, fE— B RE LR, T
BECAEIR B G BRSO LS H A v 7
K77 5 BE A 3] CDM [ 9F 55 b, 491 40 Oakes J5 ¥5
( Chalmers,2018) . B {& 1% 43 1 ( Tian et al. ,2013) .,
Jackknife J53%: ( Wainer & Wright, 1980) . #h 75 EM
% 7 (supplemented expectation maximization, SEM;
Cai,2008) %5,
4.2 RTFFEWFEEHEHHRTEEF X
Vi 4

I EZ Il 25T COM Gtk riEF &
RSP R, TEUEAHRME
B F AT ULEE . (1) BRI R I 7 22— Uy
ZHIFTE RS SE, FFUILHE - St E
THREBHEERRK AR (Liv et al. ,2021) ; [FB, 23k
BEAEWESHN SE 5, M IMERXTHHES
B 2 Gt Ex B & TR R, DA iA 2l CDM
WSEOKF FERERERF HE . (2) Wald St &1
T DIF DA BARRY b5 (1 2R BUA MO8 T AR ( £ s8R
%,2014) A ENTEIF R TRZ BT 24
i) CDM, 41 P - DINA #E58 (JR &P 5%,2010) 55,78
LRt 5 SR R S B 15 B AR BE A 1 1Y)
Wald geif-&AE DIF Ko At B KPR B LG 1Y
RHWRFEE L. (3)7E Q FHEFEAMTEE E ik
o, DMERFSR & EE 2 Wald S it R eT K E
ARG RN ( T B Tpn ) TR T Z—
W 22060  H R R e (5 B E R IR T A
TERGEEHEN . BT, TREMEN Tnr ~ Tonen K
T TR Wald SEiT 2T Q H M
1E. BT XEHH Wald Gt BT Q MM
HBIEMEIAB RIS T AN TRGEMHE
ey Y Wald Siit &,
4.3 WEHE—WF ZEHG ERLR

RS S W BB b S A THEAH R R B
MRS HAT BE T SE Fl CL WA [FTEA AR
fEIRERE . {HAE CDM B 5E e SE K CT (1t
FABRE o FATIRRAE T2 Fi 5 Ak
o 2B, MBI7E R B A 8L
i SE . CDM X441 ( George et al. ,2016 ; Robitzsch
& George,2019) .GDINA #1431 (Ma & de la Torre,
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2020b) P4 f. deminfo 449 (Liv & Xin,2017), {H
B SAMREHH , CDM IR P08 1 SE AR
SEREL R MR T 10, RS 15 deminfo 3 143 1
BN Trpn Ty  Fouy LI SE B RELESHY
SHRFANRA R kX, Tork B HE A R
SRHBLR AT 0 SE 3 CDINA Bt il LA Hi A 52
SERER SE QL] LU Ty, VIR
X IEEH 25, (BRI R 3 Obs & Sw B,
R, B B A 1, 46 00 dominfo 40, 7
Tonen W Ty W17 H 24U SE 1] GDINA B
B Topy, WSRO SE, T, S5 R 4K
PREIT MR CDM U208 SE 71 CL A4 B
BT L. BN, XIEBE (2022) JF % th IF4F 4 BY
BRI Tff - CDM s S M SE K CL,

Sk

BBk, BRF, %, AIA 2T (2017) BRI AR
e HER R RN  BRE R AR MR O BRI IR
25(9),1623 -1630.

ZF. (2020) . T1E BB B MR R KRR I Tr B 5T
(L2 A8 30) - AL IBE R, b s,

XIE#E. (2022). AFI2 Wi B AL A AR E 1R 5 B 1R X A Al 3
AT B BIE. O BEEAR ,54(6) ,1 -22.

XIERE,F, 24F, BF, XKE. (2016). B mIAEIL
W R B DR A T 0 T —— B TS BA R
Wald i i1-&. £ FFH ,48(5) ,588 - 598.

XIERE, KETH, BRE, FR. (2019). AHZ Wi B I
HKPAR R bR e v B R fd k. O BE AL 57, 42(5) , 1251
-1259.

WA B, IR, THRE. (2010). —FMZHIFHHIIA
HIZWIHERL . P - DINA BERS T R O B2 47,42 (10)
1011 -1020.

B IR N . (2020) . FE T 2045 AH 2 7 AR BY ) I
HINREZ RIEEIRTT. O FERLF 43(1) ,206 -214.

TR, BB, 255, IR A . (2020). £ TRAIKFHE
ARSI Q SEFHEIE AR L& St B A O 2
247 ,52(1) ,93 - 106.

VESC X AREBE M58, 5 /MEE. (2020) . Bootstrap X [E}f 1t
TEAFS BT RL R B R . O BER 22 ,43(6) ,1498 —
1505.

EER,HF BETT. (2014) N EL W% T H DI RE
R T LB O PR IR 46 (12) ,1923 - 1932.

Cai,L. (2008). SEM of another flavour; Two new applications of
the supplemented EM algorithm. Brizish Journal of Mathemat-
ical and Statistical Psychology,61(2) ,309 -329.

Chalmers, R. P. (2018 ). Numerical approximation of the ob-
served information matrix with Oakes’ identity. British Jour-
nal of Mathematical and Statistical Psychology,71(3) ,415 —
436.
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cognitive diagnosis. Applied Psychological Measurement, 37
(8),598 - 618.

de la Torre,J. (2009 ). DINA model and parameter estimation; A
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(1),115 -130.

de la Torre,J. (2011). The generalized DINA model framework.
Psychometrika ,76(2) ,179 —199.

de la Torre,J. ,& Chiu,C. - Y. (2016). A general method of
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The Variance — covariance Matrix based Statistical Inferences in
Cognitive Diagnostic Models

Wu Qionggiong' ,Zhao Yue',Liu Yanlou®
(1. School of Psychology,Qufu Normal University, Jining 273165 ;
2. Academy of Big Data for Education, Qufu Normal University,Jining 273165)

Abstract : The variance — covariance matrix for the maximum likelihood estimates of model parameters in cognitive diagnostic models
plays a key role in statistical inference. We( a) extensively analyze the applications of variance — covariance matrixin various fields of
cognitive diagnosis,including the estimation of models parameter standard error,detection of differential item functioning, item — level
comparison of saturated and reduced models, the Q — matrix estimation or validation and attribute hierarchy exploration, (b) provide pos-
sible explanations forprevious study resultsand suggests how to advance the application of variance — covariance matrix, ( ¢ ) introduce 13
information mairix estimation methods proposed in literature , which are classified according to whether structural parameters are consid-
ered, (d) briefly comment the advantages or disadvantages of these methods. We conclude by discussing future directions for variance —
covariance matrix research.
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