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(B T HEE /N OE R LR A VP B IR L) (TR PPN SO R L) )48 2w e
NEYE RN “TETPM A LB WA R GR G R R AR R, RPN 7 U LR
A GE R BN E RS NSS IR, AE PP 45 SRAE A b 35 B0 R W 2 AN 2 W A g o 3K i 8 7 S
TN R R, B4 T AL TR, QIR MR SE R B gR. 7 A EE
HiZ — st AR g . RIFIBCE N8G5, SR8 B0 A7 22 e i 2 AR EAT B
MM, KRR —ASA AT RE, MR 2R 3 S SR UM B AR R0 R R A 28 o T DRI it
(Y A R B T 2 A AT ) 2 ST IRV (e, TR AR 00 R 27 = L) B FEAE AN R BF 1) R ) K R (P
) (e.g., NIRRT ? F PR EWHIR? VG — M ERAER T T . Fit, W
A ST 2% A B 1102 ST IR VO B U R R 34 1 A7 2 A0 LVt O P — A 75 A DG 1) TR UL

CH R ERZES]” BB (Ausubel, Novak, & Hanesian, 1968) 38 i £ B 42 Z0 12 % 5 > i B EME, A
A BRSO AR O RR G AR . P, 2O Ak 2 AR 1 2 STIHOR e 1 2 2]
HA BB, TE, FT N2 MmN PF(assessment for learning)” F 2 (Wiliam, 2011), PLEiE2

RIS AR, FEA S STBUIR IR B2 I S SR (PP A H 23 52 B AL . AE AR NPT
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INETZ Wil P (cognitive diagnostic assessment, CDA)TEITEE 4 BAGH | [E N AbEE 1) 12 KiE . CDA &
FRAE O 08 &2 b AR DRI R L 0 T A sl IR 45 4 (G Rk O J ) K912 187 I DF (Yang &
Embretson, 2007). £ —Fiokt &S5 E VPN AL SME PRI A 25 5 I 2R S PR TR ROBTIS, BRF, K55,
2016), CDA HIHI el PP 27 A0 Ja P ) B ARIR S N BOM BT 08 R (12 W S i Al iy, 1E 1T 735 At
A TSI it e 2k A % 1 6T F5i(Zhan, Jiao, & Liao, 2018), o4 H RN T 54 ROt e ot 2524 (1 %
JE. Ft, CDA fF&r4uifE S EBEETH, i, OPRSCEREL) F BRI 54
EVEVPIN ARG A, IR EE A AR IED R R A 0SS R, SO AR 4 RN S R R AR
k" s CERIPEE RESCENZEART)) T SO RTINS 2 sf M) SRR ThRe, AP R
B R R BUMHE m R SO 20 LRI TR B H bR, B2, CDA ANMUA BT % W Bk il
PREAA BT AR AR AN EI AR A, IEREHE— 2D IR SIS I S Bl i AN B i, et A R
PE T HR AL
R SIINET” BRGSO a2k 2 2] B EL B, DRI CDA HiZ I S st 5 b B 1 e,

5 PRI U 2 2 BB W S I T A R VPR (e, AR BB RS0 ) . 1EO CDA A% DY
ARIFT, INEI2 Wi A (cognitive diagnosis model, CDM) 55 il 56 17 5 1) VG Fie 4 55 5 300408 (10400 & 1 B 35 vk
S8 XN PES5 S PR AT A Rk o BT 2 AT 26 R 22 80 CDA FF AR I 272 A5 0 e T it >R 17 A8 D 00
BEUE, FTLAXE T CDM M55 5 B A 3 B A v 7E X RN 500is 1 b7« R 38 O A IR 7 23 il Js
DB T2 2RI P12 A 1) R R IE  (e.g., Wu, 2018), AEATIAE AT 1 B0 Ik B4l 11 5 48 CDM (fai Bk “
CDM” ), BIHTIN 5 5 Wl 43 il £ FHAH [R5 BT CDML 1E47 5040 73 #r . SE 248 AT CDM 73 9k 7] CDA
B 1) 5 L U B B TR A HERS 0 B SO T IR A, IR RIE S EUN THEE — MR L.
Y TR CDA 0158 425 I CDA MW K& HaR, YhIi) CDA & 52 SR 50 RSB 16 G . [F]
I, el A B ) AT\ ) CDA #idi (e, FFRZNIE CDM) T B 24 1 /0 3R T2 (R ATV U .

EWE, EEPRE, AREMNCEREE T —S%AFK 1 CDM (e.g., Chen, Culpepper, Wang, &
Douglas, 2018; Hansen, 2013; Huang, 2017; Kaya & Leita, 2017; Li, Cohen, Bottge, & Templin, 2016; Studer,
2012; Wang, Yang, Culpepper, & Douglas, 2018; Wang, Zhang, Douglas, & Culpepper, 2018; Zhan, Jiao, Liao,
& Li, 2019; Zhang & Wang, 2018); i [E N & T 9\ 1] CDM T NS H, ANE — R CERIRAH T

Li et al. (2016) % Kaya 1 Leita (2017)FIF FL(5K B0, 11 K55, 2017), A2 LU E A 2238 X403 CDM (1)

2SS NBE AR AT AR & P AN I 8] s R A 5T
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RIGIRFEHEAG — DR GE W) T iF. XL, AR A I CDM #EAT R EH Y 4T .45
HoR R, DUHE N3 AT T #E 1 CDM BRI SRl A S G 5, gk CDA % 4 Hri
HHERSF,

2. PEAFISHHAER
AR, KA CA LR CDM R 3 @ B2 8 4y R 2 (1) FE T8 76 5% e 43 AT (latent

transition analysis, LTA; Collins & Wugalter, 1992)J%\ 1] CDM, fiL#% Chen et al. (2018). Kaya & Leita
(2017). Lietal. (2016). Wang, Yang et al. (2018). Wang, Zhang et al. (2018)#! Zhang & Wang (2018)ft
PEH AR, (2)3E T o v 7E &5 K4 B 7Y (higher-order latent structural model; de la Torre & Douglas, 2004)
fFIZ\17 CDM, 4% Hansen (2013). Huang (2017)11 Zhan et al. (2019) 42 H AL, A 4h, % F Studer
(2012)F1 Hansen (2013)#2 1 (40 [5] CDM AN FH J- 65 A0 56 1 18] sl U 1 M@ PRI CDA, ANFF
¥ CDA X Z4E @ MEREAT NPT R, ASOREAH. [, AR sR, R SCEAHA e kR
CDM, Et 21 DINA # %! (Junker & Sijstima, 2001). DINO ##:%(Templin & Henson, 2006)F1 GDINA % (de
la Torre, 2011)4%, J& YR 7 2% Rupp. Templin #1 Henson (2010). von Davier #1 Lee (in press)
JORAE, A, TR (2012).
2.1. ZF LTA K45 CDM

7t CDA W, T R AEAAR R, ik, 7E0H /B8 (item response theory, IRT)HEZL
F I G& T 3% 21 78 45 A% &) Y\ 1) 8 48 5 7 (e.g., Andersen, 1985; Embretson, 1991; von Davier, Xu, &,
Carstensen, 2011; Wang, Kohli, & Henn, 2015)JCiE H#EH 7 CDM H. Xfit, Lietal (2016)% LTA(tH
B FR N TR & B (3B AE ) D R A] R A% B (mixed hidden [or latent] Markov model; Van de Pol & Langeheine,
1990))5] A %] DINA B8, 3 7 1EH T EE ML) LTA-DINA #5484, L, Kaya 1 Leita (2017)4%
LTA 737151 N3 T DINA A DINO #E84r, Ak, 5 RO & i 8] 52 (8] 1 A2 A 1 b (e.g., B T 5
¢ B A s+ 1 YRR 2 /)AL, AT R 03 0 & I ) 2 (] 1) B AR AR R Rl (e g., AH AR
T IE] A ¢ BB R] A £+ 1 2 (8] (978 4k) B I i (e. ., Wang, Yang et al., 2017).
2.1.1. LTA-CDM

AEBE S 5 T L% LTA-CDM H) A2 4, A0S %f LTA BEAT 41 . LTA 1 9 £E 3855 731 (latent
class analysis, LCA)fE H & | & (repeated measures) 1 [ &, & #3148 3 2518 7£ 4% & (dynamic latent
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variables; Collins & Wugalter, 1992) I 7E 517 B BL 0284k, b an bl s (8] AR AL S BE . NS RN g
RS L6 8 TN A 45, V9%t LCA 368, LTA [—RIE AT %5 N

o =P,r)= ZP(CT)P(Y ler) = chrpnﬂcr ’ (1)

cr=1

L pur FORBIN L THE (e, 01 T— 1 REHHBEE n ZI0 7 < TIEE H FEE LR IR yor= (v,
Vidly ooy Yulty woes i1y Y27y ooy yurr) FVER G MEA . = P(c,) 8 BIBS 8] 0 7 B A 8 £ H ] (mixing
proportion), FH T4l S E) 53 7 AR50 A AT AL A B N B LB s C O SR SR (B T
AR EIBE B B e <O pope, = P(Y,p [ ¢p) FRBIR LA T RIS er FONHIEAR 7

FH < TIESH MEES R AR y, MEREMER, wEt—DRoRh

pnT\cT P(ynT | CT) H H pmt\t, pmt\ct 1 Y s (2)

t=1 i=1
K Do, NI B (measurement model), RASTERT A £1 ¢ (¢ < TYANE ¢ FBIHA n EXTRLH i 1)
M, EEER yu € yore W, LTA RGN EBH BASHAZN, BIEE—I 8 R AR 285
PR A 20 A R A IR AR AN AR (S b B AR U H S M0 )i AN2R), B pye = D,

TEEENAZ, 76 LTA 1, BFE A ¢+ 1 RS L R AR B i 18] £ ¢ TR S EuB LR ¢ 3 e+ 1 1)
¥ M % (transition probabilities) TH5H H R AT . Kk, 78 LTA AT Al v 265 — B (8] & 7R A Eu B A1 A [
B 1) 2 B (4 4 N3 B AT U550 18 5 A [R) i R 2 J B[] o VR A B g, B

TECH-I = Z ncztcm‘ct > (3)

A 1, AR 2 B e+ 1, BaKi R o SN con FONRIBER . RIS H C, BT

Bl e B+ 147 Cx C AR IERE

POXELTA 5 LCA IR ZX o UEAR AT E A OB MER 1IN 1) 2058 £+ 1 I 18] s AR R AR LI, U wr LA
W LCA H#fhit T,
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T1I+lllt T2[4—1“1 o TCH—I ‘lr
TIHI ‘21 T2t+l ‘21 o TC1+1 |2[ (4)
T T vee T

11+l ‘Cr 21+l ‘Ct Ct+1 |C/

HrAp AT A 18] 1 e BOSRG, BIONIE) e+ 1300 X R — Ak, AIFa] e iR e — 30 he

(RAEEEHBTIEL S o 1R LR, B, R@FET LA 1 Ge, Y. T, =1)o i,
BAMIRZ T T 1 K, el M 5= 8(T - 1)C(C - 1),
e ARG ] gk e A (D), WA
cC C 1
z Z:lz_lncl cyley c,\c, I]iI[]:[pnt\c pm\ct o . (5)

1E LTA Hab B, FRAUY 7 &A% N CDM B A3 3] LTA-DINA il LTA-DINO # %, %

T LTA-DINA #7, £
pni\ct = gi +(1_Si _g[)nm\c gl +(1 ‘S _g )Hankk’ > (6)

A, s EE i FRIRSE, g NEE i MIENSEG g IETTES ¢ B QEFEF LR, qn=1 RRHT
Bl BAH i EBBEBMY L gu=0k2; K NEMHEE. FE®RIAMZE, BT LTA-DINA fl LTA-DINO

BB 5 P T3 ST, 97 DA R I 50 11 Q SR 52 AR, ST o= qus My NUELNE 026
BIROBER 1 B § E RIS @, = (0 eer B, ) NG ¢ R BIMER 1 BRI R

25fel, XFF LTA-DINO B, 45
K
Phie, = 8i +(1_Si _gi)(l_H(l_ank\c,)qM) (7
k=1

TR, Lietal. (2016)5 Kaya il Leita (2017)Fr# AR B HE A SE A0 [F], BATTZ 18] 32 22X
ST T X s M AR )75 % T LTA-CDM T 5, 2(4) 55 e 0 s B J i 1 B (6
KT EE B A . Kaya M Leita (2017) ELEAL v 1 & I 18] ml_EJ@ P A 2K, A2
HBE (T - 1)C(C - 1), T Li et al. (2016)/2K & 1% 7] B /KP4 2 45 70 N JE MK e it 2, i)
it (BT 5 Ja 1tk 22 1) F) e e A ST, AR Al T S B8R (T - 12K tean, RS e s 2 4
18] R FB 2 2 AN @, UL AR 8] 0 1 B[R] AT 2 BEXF(00)— (10)3% — e d,  Ja 1 17 K T B e i 2
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R (00) = (L0)FIREZE, Bltoy ooys 1T HE IV )i M 7K S A 45 ME S5 HEOAR (10 02 0— 1 T 0—0 FRIIC A W26
Bitijo x 10100 BT C=2K, BTUUBMEAKCFREBMER IR THS B0E D T8 MR 10 &K P M 1 15
HSHHE .
2.1.2. —HrE T /RAT RS

5 Kaya Al Leita (2017) 0T 7t 3518h, Chen et al. (2018) 4% H 7 593 J& 1k 1) B 7K 1 % H 4 1) —
B I /R m] RAR A (first-order hidden Markov model, FOHM). %%, Chen et al. (2018)[X 43 1 W Fft J& 1k ) &
K7 ST TE LR (unrestricted) FIAN /D ) (nondecreasing) . - 5% 58 VAR IR0 O E B IR M,
M EE B — B EREEEESA S HIEE. B8, AWCD 5 )90 B T A5 v 0 & 1 ) 2K
Bt R BRI N T AR TP . S5, NE— b S8 T4, Chen et al. (2018) 3R &R
P 1) B KO 5 et 2R H A S I () AR AR . Rk, FOHM AR _E &%t Kaya Al Leita (2017) T4 H A5 %
I faifk . SZBr_E, Chen etal. (2018)7F FOHM [#3&Ht Fif g i 17— miFr FOHM £%4, Bi%} FOHM 5]
A=A (RGeS EABR B3, S FOHM (U R SCB A48 10 5\ D48 B (1 s e o R
A K A% 7 (higher-order, hidden Markov model, HO-HMM; Wang, Yang et al., 2018)]— /M54 .
2.1.3. IR BRI DR A RAER

5 EIR 3 ANhH CDM AN, 51N HAZ i i B ) 2R i) RARAY (HO-HMM) 5 T (K2 A1 4 J R 5
BT AR KT B (0 BEARAR S AT 18] 55 ¢ BB IRD 55 2+ 1 Z AN ROARAK,  [RII, AN S 7 R (00 il T S St 2
X HAT B, 5 Lietal. 2016)28L, AR @& WE AT AR NT, WX T =0 RBHEms,
WUAFAE 4 PR ME R 00~ Tij0n Topi My, Z003R7R 004 0—1. 1—0 Al 1—1 KIMEE, H TP
A JEPERIA N 1. AfIIERS, Wang, Yang et al. (2018){5 15— ELBRAERS (8] 55 ¢ 42 T @,
TEJE BRI A SR A 2. B, =1 Hropr =0, 36 R TFEX 1o AT EBRIAT,

M
exp(}\‘()k + Zm:1 }\'menmt)

o , (8)
1 + exp(xok + Zm:l )\‘menmt)

:1|ant :0’Znt):

Ty = P(a

n(t+1)

RIS P B] 5 ¢ (R B IR BN [A] A1+ 1 B4R (ARt — R B P A2 B (covariate) T EL, Z
= (Zuy ooy Zuow) WG 0 FERS 1) ¢ (PR R IR, BARTE I — 2 2T RED . PRI Ao Gitin. #A
THRE CERRREEES, MOV RRESE: MoARRMRRERE, TR ArA Y
N O, RN A B ARAE s Mo A PR B R S 5 1) DT iR

X LA W&, K@)t —PRonRN

6
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logit(t,) = Ao + 2,0, + 7‘21{2 o, (1) + 7“31{22%%@& ’ ©)
1=k h=1 j=1
K, logit(x) = log(x / (1 —x)); 0, AP n BI—M2E T RE ST, 2RV — M2 21 B8 S0 BT & 15 B
A [E) B B R R d R 3 A e, B B I [A) s o R 22 AR I — M ST e kR, A
K BRI B AR B)ME R K o) NAERT ) 5 ¢ 35k n CEENBRE M £ 78 B &

S S Qe SR A R BEXEEE K O ©RT 7 SIS, B g R R ¢ 2 BT

55 h A R QuIEFE R IITCER, en TSGR I “ 25217 W GEF W BEN 1o
e, HERIAKZ, FOHM LA HO-HMM BR324 A 2t i © 5 472 J& P B vr A0 1 i fa]
s TRV R O 0 T 2 B 8] 5 TR BRI (e.g, — B ), Wl AT RERE IS 1 O 5 4R 1 8 i (see,

e.g., Zhanetal., 2019). [Fit, & X AT, 75 552 BN FH 35 30 IR 2 A8 15 2 15 AT

2.1.4. I\ BAEE R B R RS /RATR CDM

Bt TSR ISAR 1 PG DA B 2 AE R (4, 7 ELERIHIUT” (TR A4, FESCL, 2016) 1 5 K,
X H AE 2} E] (item response times, RT)S5 I B AR IR Lo T — P & . W4, O —L86t
FLEEHKE RT 51 N CDM, PUHIR LG RT XHi2 Wi 5748 2 2] firais K I 5200 (e.g., Wang, Zhang et al., 2018;
Zhan, Jiao, & Liao, 2018).

EFXE9hIa) CDA, Wang, Zhang et al. (2018)#2 H 1 51 A H /EZF ) (8] i B e 55 ZR A] 2k CDML. 14748
PR BE A AT 4R 5 I B A 2 BT 8 BAE 42 (joint cognitive diagnosis modeling framework; Zhan et al.,
2018)FK 4Bk, BN SeXVEZ 45 KA RT 43 H@ASE, SR)E FRR AN IR B AT 4545 o o B0 B 45 2R 1K
M AR R (6), MR RT [ E AR N

log];tit ~ N(E.)z - Dn _(PGni(ank’, )’ (’01_2) > (10)

K, logTu ATERT 8] 55 ¢ Bk n AEEEH @ FERS RO 8, ) THEIERAS AR IE VRS 0 A v, A8
Bon FBAEERE ;. & ONMUH i IR 24, HI T HaRi %8 F W VR I () B AR 2R o AH i 1
X EEZH, TR logtw 73 AT IIERE s Gu(- )R n (¥R PEH12 (attribute trajectory), SR 1 HE n
(P TE TR FE ARG O, A& — AN P &N (within-group effect); o T-EAEIEHE 1B, Mo =0RT,

A (10)iIB AL AXEIEZS RT #2728 (van der Linden, 2006).
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Wang, Zhang et al. (2018)45 HH T Gu(-)HIMAPRIEA, 051k

I if e, q; >4,
0 otherwise

Gni(an|c,) :{ (11)

BAFRIR PR 0 L E) 5T QR H @ B AT A EYE, WA R e, A2 v, + ¢.
Bb, SR R R R S R R 5 F AR A H PTG 1R T o e 4
(2) Gu(HBBE NPEART JRIER Z N “ 25317 2

G, (a, )= log{ZZan ) Mo + 1} , (12)

m<t h q<i

PNy, =0, ) 1(q)q; >0)» Hrhin,(a,, )= H; ol SFERTA] AL m VAR ¢ FE0 IR

nklc,,
n SRR E h FAELES . Win,, FoRSEE A B TR R R TR, R A m b
W SHEE b EEAAEZ . B, ng Zh Mo FEANTENT 1] 25 ¢ 2 BRI FEAT IR 16 5 0k n AR T A
5 B0 “ZRS17 M. b qun;t FORTENT A ¢ 3l n AR E @ 2 B (0 H (0 B0« 2k
7 BN, FAN, ZRTUART RN “ZR317 SNRAEL RN T 5 log RT fE— AR L.
5 HO-HMM — 8, ZAERLLE 50 8] 2 18] (@ MK P53t 2 o= 0(9) . H4h, T B Ui 2,
ANTAF AN B2 I 23 AR HE 22 (Zhan et al., 2018) A 3@ i 76 — BB AE it )1 5 B A0 3 B 2 18] 3857 e IE RS

P A KEE S CDM M RT #LAY, ZA AL EE oG, (o, ) B PE B H5] N RT BEASRIEATECA AT .

nlc,
BRI, He =0, PIIIEGRAE BT,

J5 4, Zhang 1 Wang (2018) X ¥ iZ BB 2VR A A% (mixture modeling) F1, H T X 73 A EA
[F) R 8] 2 AN R 2 SR (e, PRGBGSR MK A T AR SR ) o 247 AR Al TH D B i R SR B 4
MNZAE AL ZEA T Wang, Zhang et al. (2018) AL s 1M 2457 AL B Al vy PdUfs I S mg 20, ) A AR i ik
Weutont BT 8 H ) IR VR 2 MER I g, log RT il AL IES A N (1,00 ) » H ] R ¢ BUR ] 2 2+ 1

R ERFEAZ . Hh gy i, o BAHETHSEL

22. BT EMEBAEEHWER KR CDM
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RIF A, AR I R 5 T e R 1) 7 vk 5 8 TS 7E 28 31l 282 4% (latent class modeling) 1 £ K
AT O it HL 2T DAL IR A B 5 2R W] R A2 (mixture hidden Markov model; Vermunt, Tran, &
Magidson, 2008) ()R- SN A o 52 AN, #1556 Toik B e J@ MK b Ad A F T i E AR B A )
HAR 751X — )8, Zhan et al. (2019)F1 Huang (2017)F]F T v i 16 45 MR B rp — B 4E B 10X — 78
TEAS B SRR M 2 IR T 3T 2 0 IE &8 90 A1 5 (e..g., von Davier et al., 2011)FI3E -7 77 19 K AR
il (e.g., Wang et al., 2016)IZA 1] CDM.

2.2.1. ETZRIESDMHPIAE K COM

FESEE R, BOR M@ Dy m RIS, ik, FEARE AR E RSB, £t 55 I 4
Wit (anchor-item design), Zhan et al. (2019)#&tH 7 2L [\ =i DINA (longitudinal higher-order DINA model,
Long-DINA)#A! . Long-DINA BURSLA & 3+ 1, Hrr, 55— 2 RHMEMAY, F 75 & a) 5 b
JEIES R H AR Z B R 58 RN EBEE S BEAY,  F T4 & 8] s b — B FERE ) 5 @t
ZHRIKFR; BZEANREIES, HTRERA RN A5 — s e A il Aok, sy
—JERERYESE S, T IR W A B AN [ B TR s B R [0 ) SR 9 H KB M (local item dependence)
(see, e.g., Pack, Park, Cai, & Chi, 2014), IXFJa &8 H AR T fE 2 Fici2 8. & KEDHRY
ZLWE O] BEAEAE 1Y JR 0 A H AR M 22 52 ) 2 H0Al T (%) 8 FE (e.g., Bradlow, Wainer, & Wang, 1999; Tao &
Chao, 2016; A&k, ZEReRL, T30, B E7, £ILH, 2015).

Long-DINA HE A4 A] 4 18y«
(1) ZFE—ZEs

K

10git (P, =11 @y ¥ s Miors bind ) = Mgy + R, [ [, 0, + 73V (13)
S, Mo A 20 AT A ¢ B E @ AR AT s yom ~ N(O, DB n (95 m NREIRGEREAE, H
T Ab R B b R R R H 2 R R R AR, B RR R TR BTl R H
SV RRERAE RS, v AR H i (RS m MFIRYERE X 9SG A SR b
() FEEER
logit(P(0, =118,,:800)) =80, ~Br> 8, =(0,1,..,0,,) - (14)

A O AT ¢ EREA 0 K — IS FERE S5 S AP 20 I 18] 5 ¢ R A & R A anrs Ty

4 [ DINA B 45, 1Z 8 R T $6) 2 HAth >R H logit 2 2R CDM H1.

9
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— P AE BE AL T F(13) T HORE IR AE B o W) — ROV A2 B8 0 ANORT % Jeg {1k 1) 25 2 Ly o o 1) A A2 AR
oo WAL, ZT VRS TEAE G AT LRI B AR P, BIAS )b () 00 56 2% 5 AR [R] RV R SR v, TS [
8] R k (R 2 HUR K — 2 8k = 6k HBw = Bro
(3) BRI
0,=(0,.....0,,) ~ MVN, (1, Z). (15)

Horb, BERED = (W, ..., u)s TTEWIT R

o
Y -
2
Oir Or
YERNHTUG r AR EE 5, Long-DINA AR AR 15 58 — /N 8] £ b i) — O AE B S0 e An e IE S 0 A, IR,

w =0 Ho>=1; o7 AMFIA] A 1 AR ] 5 T b — MRV AE 8 0 Z (R i 7 22 .

5T Long-DINA A R] DATHSH 52 A2 SR AME ARG DL X T — I fER ), SARIE AR
K~ BEERANAS,, 6, MR, ~0, . TGS, A LR A
EEA AR A AR 10 LA A S v 1 2 A8 B3 ] AR S o 3ok, FRESRIANI/Z, Long-DINA BEAUE N T
TELE S5 AL IS I 1) RN, B IR A (R B 8] b Bl o (10 i A A ] PR B e, 2% B ) st Py — RO
TERE A BA AR R & o
222 BT WEMKETNE AT COM

55 Long-DINA #7 [f) i #5532 4525100, Huang (2017)3& T3 A8 B KA AU ER 7 —Fhml 0 &8 1 A8 4k
12 K- CDM. ZBER 5 — /KPR 5 Long-DINA A28 — Z A — EEAREF— 3, AFEM
S AR () 55 — KPR (ie., Long-DINA iR b i) 55 = ERERY) BAT A I EG KR AR 2 o IES
oA, B, A

0, =n,+n,¢-D+e,, (16)

A, M M, 28 B n EEE AN BT, AR N K R T (growth factors), 34BN (random
e%@;%%ﬁﬁnﬁﬁ@ﬁth%@ﬁﬁi,ﬁ&%&ﬁﬁ%o%ﬁ%ﬁﬁ,N@pQQ,HEﬁm

10
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e ML, BE—, N T IINEAERFEEEWARRS, ni, Mg, W HE— B HBEE N

M
nln = V10 + ZvlmKnm + gln H (17)
m=1
M
nZn :VZO +ZV2mKnm +g2n’ (18)
m=1

:_EQEP’ Vl :(VIOQV“;---,VlM)';FD v2 :(V20,V217-~-,VZM)'%?:E%E7J(E|ZJ:H111”;FD“2” E‘Jiﬁ—‘iﬁg%%; gln
Mg, RENVARRZE, FHERBME W EHME R Eh 0 1 s IESH 6, k, AR .

5 HO-HMM(3\(8)) ML, AR AL f) 3= ZEAR fi A2 X 9] CDM 51N T A8 &, ik B ke S 0 A
KRR AFEWHE, 5 Zhan et al. (2019)IA KN E: T S /E S5 AL HL M CDM R £
LSS H (5 I 8] A2 (e, AN TH) s B & 10 SR VE AN A A, Huang (2017) AT AE S5 F AT A
B 18] A 08, I I BT AR I8 1 2 /KF CDM 7E 5 S 8] A5 38 hn Bir il PR I R R B0 S b
b RV A S R AN R R, SRS BB LA “07 SRR AN RN 8] b — A A RE
HEAE X B2 kEZ . WD AREES XS R ZEE, a2 R B, BIek
TP AN A B RCR o B, RATASRE UL R 9 A A5 A8 58 — i e i DU s SERe i iHE 2 e T
ABAE S5 — I J5 ) 2> Bos SERE Il T EL P A 2E (0 BO SERE ) A F 1 EL WG TG 6 2 T PR b i
FRAMM

3. B 5RE

VP AR 51 R T IPPE R s, AN BRI CDA K 15 AR AE 2 4ERE L 4R R 1) & 1
LRz S, SR E O M SN . TR, FET O IMIITE Y L, AR A
B3 B F U TP U 2 328 T 7 1) A R ik o A o ST SR B2 (5 B B PP & . R0, BRI CDA
S W BB B AN B O RGHEEAT FU I, FETHN et 22 AR R R X — YRR I i 845 “pekige” « “f
GIL” o Xk, AR CDA BN 7 AMIREEMI A AL AT AL /MO0 IE CDA i, I 4ETE
Epr b, BFREAERE T 2 DAFEKY A CDM. A1, EE KX E CDA M2k CDM AT 7t 35 &
i e o W, AR A HIYM R CDM #EHAT T BN RGN, AR T LTA (990 H CDM FI3E T

> 5@ AR AR, Huang Q017 SRR SN ] mITC R A PR &, Ean i)
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BB TESS ML I A 5] CDM 2K

SETHUE SCHR, AT A LY CDA SR\ H] CDM 157 — L8 75 Bt — B IR AR AR T, (515
[ AR R AT O,

(1) HA sk =0 ANFEh A CDM B0 EERTFT, Sk 3 26 F 5 i A AR B Ay ok — 8 I HE . AR 3C
eI (18] CDM XI55y 7 F9 2, WAL MR AR 7, ik T m IS FE S5 B (1 4 15) CDM LB 3E T LTA
(217 CDM 55 5 F 3R . {F AR (1) S 2 P RCR 500 B TR 24 MR REIE AT Rl ot — 2D X L

(2) TEELE, BEE TSI VY 1 B AN AL PF (virtual assessment; Agard & von Davier, 2018)[%)
HBIL, AT S A A i A R BRI FE 2 (process data) 2 AT 5 VR AF T8 BT A 1O B T B A I AT I
B, £\ 7 CDM 1, HHEIMY 4 Wang, Zhang et al. (2018)F|H 7 & H /E 20 8] 1X — i FEECH . dnfapls it
FI B I [) g H A S A i R4 51N 1) CDML Hp 52 JE 8 (8 454 1 13U

(3) HEIEAMIY M CDM i H &k | — 4y J& PE (binary attributes) . M ELE L3, £ 40 @ %
(polytomous attributes; see, e.g., Chen & de la Torre, 2013) 5 # 3 45 J& 14 (probabilistic attributes; see, e.g.,
Zhan, Wang, Jiao, & Bian, 2018) Lt — /3 J@ P k54, TEI&E THiA S AR KEEE . Wi IA
I 1r] CDM ) 5 £ 43 J& P S B 19 J5 S0 90 0T

(4) HAETCAH MR CDM S5RGBT nfa kb 2 & 1% /2 2% (attribute hierarchy; Leighton, Gierl, & Hunka,
2004). MEEG Y, FT LTA BI9A A CDM RESEN A 2 AL B r) R, RIS 5 70 5 45 M 22 R % v
B AN L B I E R M ) S RO AT TR T VS T G M B (9 1) CDM 10 DAL B % ) L (see,

e.g., Zhan, Ma, Jiao, & Ding, 2019), Kk, W7EiX K4\ CDM A ab & 1% = 92 (E At — DR
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Assessment for learning oriented longitudinal cognitive diagnosis models
ZHAN Peida PAN Yanfang LI Feiming

(College of Teacher Education, Zhejiang Normal University, Jinhua, China, 321004)

Abstract
Based on the idea of “assessment for learning”" and aiming at promoting students' learning, the assessment
pattern of objectively quantifying the learning status and providing diagnostic feedback has been increasingly
valued. Compared with the cross-sectional cognitive diagnostic assessment, the longitudinal cognitive
diagnostic assessment is more conducive to achieving the goal of promoting students' development. In order to
make domestic scholars systematically understanding of the longitudinal cognitive diagnosis model (CDM),
we first divided the existing longitudinal CDM into two types according to the modeling logic: one is based on

the latent transition analysis and another one is based on the higher-order latent structural model. Then, the
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theoretical basis and application scenarios of each model are introduced and explained one by one. Finally,
four future research topics are concluded.
Key words: cognitive diagnosis; longitudinal study; latent transition analysis; latent class analysis; longitudinal

cognitive diagnosis model
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