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Choi, Sae il. (2023). Application of bayesian network-based cognitive diagnostic
modeling to small sample English reading comprehension test data. The
Linguistic Association of Korea Journal, 31(4), 83-111. Cognitive diagnostic models
(CDMs), a family of classification models developed to provide fine-grained diagnostic
information for learning and teaching in education, have increasingly been used in
language testing. However, most of the previous CDM studies in language testing
have mainly been conducted based on large samples from professional testing agencies.
This trend makes it difficult for practitioners to apply the models in classroom
assessment contexts for which the models were originally developed. Realizing this
limitation, researchers working in CDMs have recently begun to turn their attention
to the conditions in which CDMs can work for classroom assessments, especially with
small sample sizes. Bayesian networks (BN) provide an efficient and intuitive framework
for modeling complex systems of observable or latent variables and have been
extensively employed in the data science as well as in intelligent tutoring systems for
modeling students’ learning progress. The framework has also huge potential to be
well suited for diagnostic modeling of students” learning in classroom contexts. This
study was to examine whether BN can be applied in cognitive diagnostic modeling
for classroom assessments. After constructing a set of small test data (N=100, 150,
200) from a large real test, the study applied a BN-based CDM model to the data
sets and compared with conventional CDMs its item parameter and attribute
classification recovery. The results show that the BN-based CDMs yielded uniformly
better estimates in all testing conditions than the conventional methods. The study
then discusses its implications for the CDM applications in language testing.

FAo] (Key Words): Z1T4 X (diagnostic information), 1A 5 & (cognitive diagnostic
models), &% B4 (itemparameters), &8 &% (classification accuracy),
H o] XA U] E9 A (bayesian networks)

* o] =R 2029 tiRls waRet dRAdTAR AE do} Tl A7 U (NRF-202251A5B5A16055981).
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1L Hag

FHH7Hsummative testing)®] IAE SH37] A T AE7F w5H7kA o
FolA 1 glom QIAXITE Y (cognitive diagnostic models; ©]3F CDM)©] sfite] theto =
A B BAS w1 tkLee & Sawaki, 2009; Rupp et al, 2010). &aHik-3-o] 23} 2]
CDM2 3 Aol sk tdd A F99 Zeuldde FxRste] 74 Zead
o B4 ge dode A=A - S5 /e FHOE It(Leighton &
Gierl, 2007). ©]#{3F CDM2| 542 SHye] Algatzo el Bt AlEske oK feedback
effect)tt 24 Eil(score reporting) s Wshe= A SRS g 2S£ 91, F
AH7te) 715 Akt e @AY asAAAE dSste] FoiHrt ZoklAE DM
B AF AFE Zol £ 4= Stk 2011). AT HiRESE F2 97)-EV) AdAE
£ HgoZ (DM 239 HE 7FeAds g8t J2HBuck & Tatsuoka, 1998;
Harding et al, 2015 Kim, 2015; Lee & Sawaki, 2009; Li, 2011; Li et al, 2016; Li et al,
2021), 2719k Fep7] e ¥l B & ARE Zop & 4 ATHKim, 2011; Yi, 2017).
= S WA AR vlolgd tigk ARy dE EAE tHFAHDong et al,
2021; Liu & Bian, 2021; Yi, 2017), CDM HAtellA SAARI Q-3 H| 43 A" A
55 ek &5 AFE B 4 ItHDeCarlo, 2012; Jang, 2009; Li et al, 2021; Sawaki
et al,, 2009).

CDMel| &gt d77F 3 Al GA Jgell uiet @71 e] COM ad @l thd
W A2 Oike AAste A+ A7 AN thChen & de la Torre, 2014;
Ravand, 2016). 2009'd o] w5H7} A Ado] LxH 36719 CDM 2§ d7E AE
g Sessoms & Henson(2018)°ll W2® thi-Zo] AF< 428719 AR 2l (HE=8, &=
H2}=4.96)2 10009 o]e] MEol| Hgslw 9ot ol A9 CDMo| 7|80z I7}-
=7 @9 T W 718 iR A 28k SleE ofrlet, &R Shal el
A AREE JAREREY I A3 A7t deE AR old we} e (DM
< AT wAre] AAl wg-shg ARl Eo o ZAA7E gekd AR ol FeAaL
Atk & 9, 7129 A AGHIIAA Eulste] A7Ite] 2R dkg FAA

of

© 975 £ F $UtHFinkelman et al, 2014; Li et al., 2023; Sorrel et al., 2021; Sun et al,,

M A& el A wAE A e AR £l tal 2t e AR
(pror information)g = FAo &5t 2N AR ME 7128 CDM F49| 714
< ke WlolAY(bayesian) CDMol|l ¥k #4lo] AFstal QlthAkabay & de la
Torre, 2020; Sinharay & Almond, 2007, Wang & almond, 2019; Zhan et al., 2019).



HIO| X[ WEKI ol 7|gtet AX|ZEITHEHO| H0of 87| Aol thet ME | 85

g 214171 olF ws-AlEste] A AT WHE EoklAs HlolH HASK(data
science) 0.2 HE WS WESAS TLefzo ]i(graph theory)& |83t RH3H=

7S Bt 7|2 HHES tiAElE s A=) o] FoiA 1 Itk Almond et al., 2015;
Epskamp et al,, 2018). ©] 7h&H| #lo]A A VIE$ A (bayesian network; ©]3} BN)& AAE
olFE WEEY WAE g zole] wt AR 7R W9 Zad & o] AR 7R
r)r-r]"ﬂ’ﬂ M Aol 205 SYHAAE ofdst] Mze AR AL AAE 753, o

T AELE BEIL FUHJES 7 o]F wlo]=H A (Bayes Theorem)S o83t AA HAE
dulo|Esle 2dd W o]thNeapolitan, 2023). CDM¥} #H#ste] H Almond et
al.(2015), Levy & Mislevy(2016) 5-& BNS| CDM 2 7Fs4e AXsT 9tk o] A28
AAE 71E8 CDME ZEHEAE TY2E o] &dtq AARFS AAHog 4T
AT FH Qo= B O 7S WEsta el 1 2 7HAE AvEE tadt 2
ot A, el AAA 1A gl iRt GERY ] Thsshd S, Aol ETIHA 4%
o AdE ARE AAFH et AZo] sbestal AA|, E¥o] EE(module) FEHO]
g By g wygo] mfe folotH, A B FAHE w2AoR FYFOEA B
T 5749 At (computational load)e @A ZHAAZ 4= gleh Ho]A A HIES] Al 7]
18k CDM(bayesian network-based CDM; ©]s} BN-CDM)¢] o]¢} #2-2 B4 AFH<l
CDMo] A-857] ofgl& 4 U Wele] Sl HAE olFH "]ﬂg 5]% 31_34 %
Ae wlee e s dgdlA COME sk vl

o
"5‘/%]?“_‘ Z ]‘j— ME}C

o] Ao £ BN $9} 22 EAS o]g3ste] BN-CDM9| st ©¢] &2 4
of Ag dlolEld tid A8 7leAs Bt Atk ol st o] AFdA s AAl
go] 8J7] AE HolHZRE AR AES E%H FZ3to] 7]29 CDM3¥} BN-CDM< 3

.Z
9
E [

&3 5 1 A3E 4T HuFo=A B g 7hede 54 SRl 24t
kL, o] 1 A7 Zhs ojvE Yol %7}91 AAZITRY A& Hato] =ofgit.

2. AYAT D Wlo|AA WEYD A9 ARG
2.1, 9 871 s8¢ 74 a4

Qolalg ol Ao FEHE dol 9] Beo] ofE Q9o ogA T4
SteAlo] tiald obA7iA) BRI 1 ol o] ¢7lel tE XA Do) w7
Heole Tl A4, 458 T2l Srel ol Seol wret WS, 4 A
Bl A e 48208 A 9] dEel, dE 9, Hughes@0) 14 %
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A A AL B71E Slsl 1EE ¢ e Fol 7l 5 S THAE Aketa o
oy, o F= Yofshs wAl AR B4 7123 Aoz AFH HolHE o83 A
Fo] dosirt o9 2H S E Harding et al(2()15)E L1, 12 go] &7 #d &3

oF AA A HolH AelA =& O 7] Y 748 89S Agska Sick
&7l 74 allel dsiMe 8] TES Tt AR 30'«1 ZHOZ HlgthE FAFe
(componential approach)¢} shte] F3E T 7Hd(unitary approach) o2 H= 746]]7]—
WY ok #4579 Asle F2 80~0dd IARA T BAH 24E 5 &

H 2029 Davey, 1988) /I A7 nich A2 tE 74 820& Ashe 59 FAH
AL, wAY AE Ee Gl 1& B AP FE o]§H UrHGrabe, 2009;
Lumley, 1993). W8 ¢7] 58< 538 shte] /Mdoz He HdMe A4 AgAs
g olgd AFH BHeA ¢l 7Y 74 80 ZE& F glov(Alderson, 1990a,
1990b), A% T4 Q<lo] EAgt} o}ﬂah ol YUHA EFske Zlo] Brbssita
T3kl glth(Alderson & Lukmani, 1989; Carver, 1992).

g ol 74 akle T g3 A T2 delde T 2Fo] AAHL
Atk &7l 74 819 AT A8 BHste] 7 74 2219 ARA B (compensatory
relation) & AA|sHs 7o) Tho|u(Bernhardt, 2005 Bolt & Lall, 2003; Grabe, 2009;
Stanovich, 1980; Uso-Juan, 2006), /'8 74 8419 58420 9&& Fxsh= A4=E Atk
(Gough & Tunmer, 1986; Hoover & Gough, 1990). Z2ju o ¢17] ¥4 CDM &gl
AoiME vgRH mgo] YA og 4ot Buck et al, 1998 Jang, 2009; Jang et al,
2013; Kasai, 1997; Kim, 2014; Lee & Sawaki, 2009). ¢17] &< T4 £2lo] ojd $JA
TZE ZHEAd HEiAs dud FoE 2] offThRavand, 2020). <& E°
Alderson(1990a, 1990b)¥} Alderson & Lukmani(1989)& 13, &H, 4 =3, l'i—?_}
E AA ofeligt 22 w02 ¢7] wHol ofd AAE FA4T Aol Ao| &
ojA o]E FHsh= ofd AFH ZAE 7] ofua st ol fﬂaﬂ Weir et
al(1990)= &1 Akt 22 39 w8 olF, 4, =% 29 =3 22 89 sYe
AT RS 23U Alderson(2000)= 3F9] T8 FEAY] Fof o]
Hol wt A9 sl FgHo Ees] ofdua siglen, dAFA AP AR
(DIALANG) #4oA % ¢7] 589 oj| E4 aglo] 7] &5 FEIdTH= THE 2

itk skylth

T4 293 #EE E OE A d7I0A ofFek 2 w8 AE qTeltt. ¢
71o0l4 o3 FEo A% thejis B AFA 1 F84E Rt gIth(Nation,
oly

C oo

_|>4
ok >

2001; 2006; Morvay, 2012). 4o} Y AFoAE HAES w21 F&siA ¢7] HsfA
E 3g 92E 039 95% EE 98% oS ¢ gojob ki FAET YUrhHu &
Nation, 2000; Laufer, 1989; Nation, 2006). L&t} 27]olA &4 H&o] dgtol| thejre
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e dalE vl gtk QY ATeINE BY sde] 4UF MFe AxTh v
1 glo
2 ATolAE off) 5L neld ool B HYe 2 vFol glE o Rsa

ATH(Morvay, 2012; Lee, 2016; Van Gelderen et al,, 2003; Zhang, 2012). A& /gHts|= o]
2l Asfoll thatd Choi and Zhang(2021)& & 1LZ(systematic review)= 53l A7 %

W, AE ), 49 Wbde) 58 BT S9 2e 49 2004 2 it glo] olR%
2ol JUA 422 FE3 T4 4+ Yrkn dusn o

b
[
oft
2

47] o] g AXAY 5y Hg

gol el CDM A& F2 ¢7] ool HFH glov 4354 AT Ade B
A gom, o7l Ms Fof H7E Bd F8 A & 5 e 7] A AR AR
CDM 4 ARIE A¥Et 27] (DM A7E F2 td AIPARE o83t (DM A
€ 7FsARS A8 &, Buck et al(199%)= CDM %7] 2 FAAEH(rule
space model)& Y] ESAAKN=5000) A Agol Aate] EAstal glet. o] A+
of 95t HFHo= FEH 16709 AALAF 479 45 Ago] 9] Az Hik
97%5 Awstil oF 91%9 EFRALEE BT o} Buck et al 204)= 22 AR
&< SAT-Verbal HloJEfol| #-83lof 13719] AR 2% 6740 F=2-g 2Fe] ¢)7] 44
ke 97%E AWt 0%9 ERAZEE Zeta Busith 2719 AR A%
o] & o]Fd= FE PusionZH(Hartz & Roussos, 2005)& H-43tAEH, Jang(2009) %
LanguEDGE A8 Elo]E|(N=2700)°]l Fuson E&E& Zg3ta o] Hzitg AJgu]oEd]
CDME #-8sh= oM sk BeE A5 418 TPl ok Lee & Sawaki(2009)=
TOEFL iBT A|@H|o]e|(N=2720)] Fusion 2&3 A2 B F CDM E¥(General Diagnostic
Model: von Davier & Yamamoto, 2004; Latent Class Analysis: Maris, 1999)= 2-83t] 1
ANE vlastnt o] AT oshd R Aol A gom QA zERYS] Rzt
& Fdo] Z WFE AAshs UA Jo) EE(U-shaped distribution)E RIthal sh3ch.
[0l ¢7] ¥4 COMoAAE HIZEE ANPAR CDMEY A4S ske 4$7F B2,
Jang et al.2013) AUt A FAFAM AR FHZHHAKN=120,767) EloJEje} dE
ZA ARE o83l obsEY A mE ¢7] Y AolE (DMOE EAstal
Ak 3 Kim(2015)= & w5 ko] ESL WX AKN=1982) At&o] CDME 4319
BAgto g 371l ARAHRE AFT & Y& RFa k.

oA AHE 7] YY CDME tF-E tiitE HolHE o]8stel CDM 2¥ 9 &
7Fsd 3 FARE =AY HIZITE AlellA JGHRE FE517] 98] CDME o8
3tal lth(Ravand, 2020). o= CDM2| g0} B7}F 2o E%) 2719l o84 EtE vidst
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& By oz Azt AA S Bl BT 4
& Sk, =@ A7 Aol AMel= 4R

HsHA ol A QRlo] 1670Y 75 d3Aol fle T ol R M E 65536
Ml dAzZzRo] o]gA o8 Thgste]l By FAHd tiitR HolErt 2Y ¥Hk of
gt 7 2o )43} ofd tigk sedo] ALY EVbede & 4 Uk
Ao w2 o] B4 A 4 BFS tojHd A&3thy] Buk= HlolEe] 2
< T 3RS FRlol HEol & AAYe olsfsfor dth olHd B By A&
(exploratory model fitting)> ©]& 7B Z7]o B3 HHFoE AGHY o]z A9
T 9 AN 722 F e JALRJDY HUAE AF5H R efsl=d At
I E g QUok @ Fo] Wrkel DM #A A, 53] 7] CDM9| A% d7AEe] &
A A H71A B4 RS v ARRERE #EE 4 UL et al, 2016), ol BA
of COM Z=89] 7]%3 TH7E =53] AFZ o)A Fusion Z¥ 5348 Arpegioth=
zzae o&sfop Fa, o] 2| 7]E EF(default model)] RUM(reduced
unified model: DiBello et al., 1995)1%17] wZo|t}.

2.3. B4 FHA CcDM HES A% I+

B A Adele BFetl CDMe w352 93 J9%riee 2 54 9
o g2 $52 o]§H 1 Utilee & Shin, 2020). HZ CDM EopollMe= WA 44 373
oA A8 7Fsd AEHFE el Bekdt A9 APH D Jed F2 LR AE S8

e Ay e, A4 ALY F Fol B3 A77F IYHIL ATk Sorrel et al.
(2021)2 ATFE AEN=100, AA LY =5, F3=30) 73l DINA Z¥(de la Torre,
2009 A8 HA w34 Bk G 9% AEHoH ATE st AT 2
ol m2H o] AR AZAAME dA CDM FEellA 7P YHHH o Z ol B
374 W(MMLE-EM)©] 433 Hl(bias)E Zesto2 #lo|A FA 43 2 teke
aFoF Foha Stk W Akbay(2020)& ATFE AE BN wlELZ F4 A
(nonparametric approach)°] HoJAY1 FAA I FARE AE HITa o] E tE
kS AL QlTt. Sen & Cohen(2021)2 TH¥dH CDM A& 374 (MEA71:50~5000, &
&4=12~36, 89143~5, CDM E&: DINA, DINO, C-RUM, LCDM)o}e ot AlE# ©]
A ATE AFeGinh A7 Ao w2d, g B 2L dsiAe AE It
500 o]golojol 3kH, DINA/DINOAHE =¥o] deeslof stal, Hox 15~20719) &3
TE Aok 3k, 291 FE 370 o3t E AdsioF dria ST

Najera et al.(2023)3% Sen & Cohen(2021)9] A= &R w4 Y 404 CDM
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488 A ol YTE ANAD 90k A ANRe) 29 15 Fo 299 2
;

718 Azselol ol Aae] BF 58 AAHES sho

model) ¥} &2 HEIA ET QA RP R A E3ES do l: o A
A, B FAA WolAAd F4 Aol v F4 3 Ee Ve UE e AY
stel AE A7I7F 2005 242 ARl ME B FHo HPS FRHT 5 RS &0}
3tk dA CDMo] tiTte BlolHE R ke TRAR] olfie A8 By MAlE
Al FAstE e F4 el I ZATE Utk o] Ateld BrelEe Mol vES

St A 2470 AR THS B4 FYL T2H0E NJYPOR AVFS BAA
BEAD % 9L WA oy} WolxH A o §3e] R4S QlolEstny wAAET)
7} e AARE B A BT 5 ol 2FE AT (DM 8T #

ol-§- A2 HZolg & F Aok

DAG Moral Graph

I /

@@o

a2l 1. DAG®2t Moral Graph

2.4, Hlo|X A HEHYA 71& 7

BN I o] 7|2E T oM, BE LHZG=<V, B>)t x=E(node, EE
vertex)9} =5 AATHE M(edge T link) 22 FAECE AAEFY A =2E UA
L8loly gALRlE Sk T3 UBH, & Afole] A2 0|59 #AE YER
o} =9 Wk of Fof we} WeRA-uEEA 28 Z(directed /undirected graph)E T
S, BNAAE Ay 43 TS o] &3t ‘I8 12 5709 RE(VI-VE)E ofF
o}zl wWakY agzoltt. Eg BNolAE WA A(eyclic) Z1E(A: VI->V2->V3->VI)E
&85 A ot WA w3t 18 = (direted acyclic graph; ©]3} DAG)RHS: THEL &9
W 315 WAE Yehle BACE Zles s, ‘28 1A VIZ V2, V39 & k=

R
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(parent node)°l™ Vi V29 V3 A4 :E(child node)olth E3 VI VA V59 %
¢ = E(ancestor node)©|™, V49t V5= V19| $<& = (descendant node)©]Th.

BNellX = ofd AA(system)E T8 o B2 =E(H9)9 BAE GA Al 79| 7]
2 WAE B4std, ‘I 19 == FAE ol8ste] Awstd vt vk A WA dA
= AR =& A9 Bl (chain/serial connection)©]™ ‘18 19 DAGAIA (V1->V2->V4),
(VI->V3->V4), (VI->V3->V5)7} 1 ofo|t}. o]yt Al FAdA = A WA W7t Al ¥
A oA G mAEE WieA] S W] w3 ARG Aotk A E &
W, (VI->V2->V4)¢] 73-9- V1] VaolA @8k AL} HIEA] V2 W %BHH 1 FFol

wiZf =, BN REolA V2ol Fho] Vil AEEHW V1S V4t izi (condltlonal
independence) A7} Bt} o)A o3 BAE A Mo FERE v 71%89 o}

A 4 ()3 2o
PO, 2, va) = P(1) P(V2l 1) P( V4l 12) 1)

9 Aol 2zt oJrls BNellA ¢ FagH T ol v 2 A ()9 9%
Fo Al ¥ A3EE %E@omt probability distribution)E YERAH o= Al ¥ &
S ALK o 33 2454 (3-dimensional estimation)#g-& A oF §H& o] m|gitt.
1 3o 29 —rbﬂl‘%E(P(Vl)) Axbe) ZAREIPV2| V1), P(V4]V2)
o] F(product) &2 o] FofF Aol @ASHA FagE n|dth T 1ALl o] 16
S 74]*&%} 735 A (19 Fade o] gstd 162 ARE
XS} 2UREEY =244 5

§ BAl= & BA (divergent
TollA (V2<-VI->V3), (V4<-v3->v5)01 1 doltk. o] Mg WA

rU9

123 lﬂl o]a HAE Al T SEEE
= ] Zr= 74]/\}/\1-,] ]xtg_ A (1)]1]_ 11:}.

B
Jv’%?& OITOH T A 555 e =93
EYPor 7lestd ol 4 (29 ZoH, ¢

PO, 12, v3) = P(11) P(V2| 1) P(V3|11) ¥

BN =39 Al HA 7|E WA=
(V2->V4<-V3)o] 7L oot} o] ME9 # = S}
WollA At o3 2ok g V()9 V3(E)E V4 FROJARE FHA1 {4l
A A VAE 7] AR Az Yol 13y A Vazt ofd 33

_1>~l
_llm

S
ey
tlo



HIO| X[ WEKI o 7|gtet AX|ZITHEH Ol Hof 87| Aol chet M | o1

2 BV, V3E R 9N HE SYHY ) gk shoska vael
5 27Ugol BYsE V3E ARARL o 1 wlel ASE 4R
O E 8 Aol T Rud St 45N BAS 907 & 9onz ofd

oS AT olFole HYHY 47t giek o) WAE AARF A

il

3, teref A8 e dllAel A A alY £l v e 49
o RhEA Ak A aRlS g wefsor e ot olA] olefdt #AS Al W
of FETE ZYPOE J|Estd of 4 Q)% 2oH, puge] e A oldE 4
(1) 2o

P2, V3, v4) = P(V2) P(V3)P( VAl V2, V3) 3)

g4 1), @, @ BAE ISP ofe A ()2 UErd 4 Slth
X
PV, Vyy Vi Vi) = L1 P(Vilparents (V;)) )

1 2 @A parents (V)£ WF 1,9 BE WFoln ofd AAE olF= F ¥
(o] K=100, 300)2] AFZEREE 4] (1), (2, O)AF Z WFo B2 W g7 F
W EE 2R SFERETY Fo7 HAd 4 98-S ojudit)

2.5, HojA A HEHINA HE dHolE HF

A @Y YYE ol gdld gkt DAG EFolM EFO| FE(structure)?t EF
(parameter) & AGA FAH=AIE wl$- 71€4Q TAE T T3 71E5H] ATKd:
Neopolitan, 2004; Koller & Friedman, 2009). ©| A7elME AAHOZ olajshr] 41&
Cowell et al.(2007)9] junction tree] &3 HWo]A|A UES| A HE H3l(information
propagation) #8& /WdA g Awgitt ‘Od 1'% 22> DAGZE AHEH XA vES
35 Axte] golat=E FEAF(cliques) o2 B sh=tl, 97|14 Foslof & AR <l
g2 AR7E SR ret e B Qlo] VES A HAR HgstA dutEolof =
Aolth. A& 59, 4 (3)9 FH AT H(P(valve, 13) oA W Vae FERHES V29
V3ol 25 9ol EAHO 9T, DAGE A7fR 1FOE £ o o] ygo]
5] wgHolof Ftt oS #f3ll DAG ¢ A WA= v FE HaTt 359 A
Hgd 9 AE A FR HSE A 18T ¢ UES AR ddske A

(moralization)o] H83}t} ‘18 1’9 22% moral graphs HW 9% DAGOIA 4 &
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AE Hol& (V2, V3, VA)ollA BRHE (V2, V3)E o5z 037516}04 wol e ¢
T Utk =3 FEFE SEWA At = % :
ng ol AAsIHE F HA HAdAE AE AFE T4 DR YT
A7t 4 o3l FE HelAe oo d2de weo] AA7L 4t ffé
‘ﬂt (triangulation). “13 1'9] DAGeIA W4 (V1, V2, V3, VA)E 47
ol slerng 7o) H44Y Fx= HQEHOF gt o] Af F A &
‘1% 19] moral graph® BEW 8 #A9 RS (V2, V3)E A2 3]'04 T e
oz Edeiee & At &= E} Hoto g Vizk VAS AZste] AYE o
= e, o] A% Vaol 9Fe miAe FEESF (V2, V3)E Aifé AZsA] Fske
7b SRR ticko] E o Qlh Al WA A s £8E FERHH(dique)ol ¥z )
EfFS BE W wle] £3eka JleA FRlsfof ?&E}. ‘19 1] DAGE Al A
o BEFH(cliques), Cl=(V1, V2, V3), C2=(V2, V3, V4), (3=(V3, V5)Z £& FHJal ©]
Al 7N BRI ] AA MES A =EE wlglo] Estal ok vhAT GAlME &
e FEY 19 A4 (running intersection)E THEIL ol Bl F-EF (cliques) A
ole] FB HatE At ‘I 1ellA Cl=(V1, V2, V)3 C2=(V2, V3, V4)9] 2§ 1
(V2, V3)7F Cl, Q29 FFWFo|na P(V2, V3)7k AR} =w, C2=(V2, V3, V4)<}
C3=(V3, V5)& W5 (V3)7h ZEwo|ng ofe] ‘18 2ol Axg P(V3)7F A2 ot

P(V1, V2, V3) 7‘ P(V2, V3, V4) ’l P(V3, V5)

&l 2. Junction Tree®t Running Intersection

-

Q‘

N
of r2 1 o 1o
A N Ty By =
-y N =t g g ok

r_m it

2

‘18 29| junction treedl|A] AAE oA &E Afto] o] Fo|X A 1L o7} ‘E 19
A= Stk BE &7 o8 H(el: High/Low, Mastery/Non-mastery, Pass/Fail &)
g 7Mgsta 4 =28 & o] 3 At 7HITH 18 179 DAGYE dAL
A ZFRE AAH glom, 7 A dE FHde e I3 AR Ao Sioh.
ofAl ALY VIS FAHsH= f{ =&l el oW o] FFo= HHEIINE
AHEIF Y 29 PV, V2, V3) FERge] AL, of Rl deshs 2ARSE
H(conditional probability table; ©]3} CPT) Eﬂolﬁi—,—ﬁ (X 19 9% P(V1, V2, V3)
) P(V2, V3)7} Al4belm, o] FHE ThAl P(V2, V3, VAol dPE|o] Pv4)el gt 5
AdlolEsAl ek YA BEHF P(V2, V3, V4Lt P(V3, V5) Aloje] AR AE= 2
o2 AFHM BE WVt VEYAR ddHo] glous FH AUo|ET} o=
FEAGRE AREEA o BAYle] LT 2AE Zeth

rlo M e Ao
M Hil
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H 1. Conditional Probability Table(CPT)

P(V1, V2, V3) P(V2, V3) P(V2, V3, V4)
VI V2 V3H V3D V2 V3H V3L V2 V3 VAH V4L
H H 075 025 <& H 037 013 <& H H 056 04
H L 072 028 L 019 031 H L 048 052
L H 065 03 L H 042 058
L L 010 090 L L 020 080

AR LRIE NEE ALHTLA LS CDMOlAE MFE M (categorical variable: “d/

/7Y, Ee/de, dAds/ 29 S 5)E A, XS 24
7 E BEAS 0, 1, 2, 3)°Itk BN-CDMe|
e 8ol g e HheS GEhitol A Q%o tig SELEE RY3Ie] 5 of
# 24 (5)9 22 E3HHEO]E(item response theory) WA24E 0] 8- Almond et al,, 2015).

i
o
)
T
=
(o)
(E
B,
P
2 off

4 (5% o143 dalie @ 7R A2 A7 Aok 2R, 4 () AR L (0)L
Euipel WA RE AHFEEE 7T COMelAE BFY 85o|BR Adds (
g W Waslor Btk R Aol YAT Almond et al 2015/
g ek 3< 0 < JuiolA WFE He] WA (level)
289 o Rtk oF Sof Visotol olBa(ath rheld Visol (-
7} Bojgit) vk Vi=g10] 3709 HFHE ZHerhE(d): A
/%/3h V1=01(=%,%3hl (097, 0, 0975 HoAsts, A} ol AL A$ 22 (115,
031, 031, -1.15)%& Fogty A, A (5)= AALLle] 3l 70} BN-
¢ A9 BE CDME B9 AA LS AASFER o] T9 QA aglo] ofg
st=A A4slloF gtk Almond et al.(2015)F IA8R19 Taddals dAlska
70 APPAE Avn ohe 2ok 34, DINA R¥AY BAF 325k
¢lo] Bad 7$-(conjunctive model), BE 83 F HAaghol £ w3l 243
2 RO U} 2o AWPINL A8an

nE
o

2 o o e

Z
%

r

20,,0,,..0,) = 5L AFA = MIN(o9,) — 3 ©)
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=9, g 89 M 2 #e Zte 8] &% uks

o
model) (¢1: CDMel4 DINO, NIDO, GDM 2&) th&3} 22 A4S o] g3t

S, Thre] 8Qlo] MR JRAORT £ WS AASE 7-9-(compensatory model)
(s: CDMeIlA ACDM, NC-RUM, GDINA) Z+ Q111 2%1 o] Hitgho] & whs-2 243}
o o 22 4o ® Yepdt

A0y 0y ) = 52 AEH = ——Yap, 5 ®

K=
s g 4 ()5 olgab] AsiME 2 Bdel dolm(p)sh WEE(a)ghe A4
#o} o}—tﬂ o) —Er?'i} A A7) AR R we} 24 %k(@ﬂ: 5=(1, 0, 1) a

3. A+ U
3.1. Al HolHe A7 FA7A

o] AFAA AET ANFARE & FHUSY ofStAFadA AA LT B R
AL 87l B7E Agoltt tiste] HY AF HEE g, St g BEQow ZAH
ofgt 89 AAA By ToAS dsk EYPA dE AF RIS 7195
Atk o] Aol wel AL 1del] Ao 13] o]y B ROIAE oFAoz FAE
of stk g BoAk= ofStATAT} FEF 7 ALY 2Ry EQAH AT
A5 ofal] MLEGoH, Bt B & o2 £7]-47] 47 1008802 7495
ek e EQ ®ejyAk= 13hd 30189, 23hd 1650 0] SAI8IA oM, Alde 7
3} ZAKcomputer-based test) 2 2+ 7t g A Gt A=A
o] d7E EAF A oidk CDM #go] ofd gof ¢7|%7t AR
BN-CDM9| 28 7bFeAe B8] 93 Aol ol& $ls] CDM H2d] F3tst
T TR APE AFdstE EY ¢7] 9 AAG vISSESE 1058 5 EH-olF)
I 8EY, VN Awst 28 AR 7] 44 7R, 55H(F 08F) 22 APL 74343
ot BN-CDM 974 #d® o AgolAe 7128 CDM3% BN-CDM Hla 475 $13)

C:

rr

o
S
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28hd A HolHE ARSI o AFelMe 22 AR 13hd $A HlolElE 2T
do]E{(population data)Z A&t o] Glo|HZEE F7]7F thE AMEN=100, 150, 200)&
W FEsto] AR dlo|Efel| 7]%3 BN-CDMO| S43Ha J2& 2ASHTh

3.2, Q- A4

CDMOA = Ae 7 &334 ald o] S8t <
do] F8g HAolthLee & Sawaki, 2009). AA R T4
oz E9 ¢7] J9(N=5000)l thal rule space % g Buck et al.(1998)9]
e stk =9 ¢7] ¥Yel et DM A3 AF(el: Kim, 2015 Lee & Sawaki,
2009b; Li, 2011; Li, Hunter, & Lei, 2016; Sawaki, Kim, & Gentile, 2009; Svetana et al.,
20119k $17] 58 B7F #d (4l Alderson, 2000; Hughes, 2003)< Wal3ste] HESIN

A

ko
re
o
r2
i)
gh
Q
OO::,“'
i)

(o)
I'UIO [U[O r
o
%
—10
2
e
rie
B oop rlr
2
Lo
o>
Y
w4

)
Y
01:0

—

o 3 BEYAES AP A R BAE G019, £, £ o] 9= #F
T QE e 1] AFHOE 9v) AAYUS B, Bol, 74 el AR ALY, 2
202 AR5t QUE TANN 2 £33} AR 2slel g due A7 w1z gol
g MATAL o)5sta gt 79 tetdde] B4 AEAoR ARst, oy A}
Rol FoE Fall HFHoE AASIA o)F By B 34 A4 GDINA #7114
(Ma & de la Torre, 2016)9) QA" 54 4L AROR AY B¢ HolE A4l ol
9 4% QYL 279 AN Yok
' 2. Q-¥"

=3 vocabulary  grammar gist details inference

q01 1 0 1 0 0

q02 0 1 1 0 0

q03 0 1 1 0 0

qo4 0 1 0 0 0

q05 0 1 0 0 0

q06 1 0 0 0 0

qo7 1 0 1 1 0

qo8 1 0 0 0 0

q09 0 0 1 1 0

qlo 1 0 1 0 0

qll 0 0 1 1 0

ql2 0 0 1 1 0

ql3 0 0 0 1 0
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=3 vocabulary ~ grammar gist details inference
ql4 0 0 1 0

0
0
ql7 0
0
0
1

= S T e R e R e

0 1 1
0 1 0
0 0 0
0 1 1
0 0 1
0 1 0

3.3. BN-CDM 2§ 4

AF2e COMI 22| BN-CDM2 $14]8.81¢] 9]A|3 7 (hierarchical relationship)

ol Hes] =9jafoF sk 5ol Atk o] ATelxe HFAU CDMAH SAIE 1L

& E¥(unstructured) R’ (grammar)#} 13} (vocabulary)sE o] dHFE<Q

A oY (gist), ‘MFA R I}V (specific details), ‘& (inference) Tl thall '1H 3

A Ze F RES aHson, 2y wke HolH 442 AARFS ol&st

AR FH 5ol ol IFe MIAAT 1 Ade oFE AXA wEE

L olek 22 By AAY T AYEl B Ay AFel(ell: Morvay,

2012; Nation, 2015; Susoy & Tanyer, 2019; Zhang, 2012) o3 &< A8 F848E& 7

Zotal 7] iEoltt "9 3ol ERF of9le] A7t Hukd R E 1T ¢ 9l
U, AgATolA dAe] mFo] A4 ¥ U2 RPAAEE B7] vl kst

|

U 4O T
N

Unstructured Hierarchical

Grammar)

ocabula

@

12! 3. BN-CDMEZd (unstructured/hierarchical)



HIO| X[ WELI o 7|gtet QAX|ZITHEH Ol Hof 87| Aol thet M | 97

3.4, By 34 AR 2 v

=] 8171 Gl tid 19hd HolHE ZHTeR A3l vEel DINARFS] &
R4 (guessing, slip)9t AAZEZRY BEXE HFHQ CDM(DINA)EE ¥ BN-CDMS 4
&t A8kt BN-CDMAIA 23] 4L o] ¥ A& o]§d 5 e T2
(CPTtools, Rnetica; Almond et al, 2015)°] 4] CE 1}7} 23 038 A H ok sk EA)
7F 3lo] HolAd F4E ol &atqith HloJAAd FAA TIES} dAZZoLel thEE A
32 (prior information) 242 F 71| ‘%“’Ja /‘}% Pk A WA ke BE S¥E
o} 229 3o gdEE(uniform distribution)E 7H 3+ 1(BN-uniform), 7 HA
Hheke 28hd HlojEoll A Q& EFRsol T2 EEE Tevy & Mislevy(2016)S we}

o

)

AARE dAsoln. olF AT HolHERE 2717k N=100, 150, 20091 &S 72
N2 103 724 A M) BE FAUCE B oot AATLAY R4E 2D
£ wyg olele] Asish Aolg Bastel T} 2ol WS
MABg = Mean Absoulte Bias (quessing) = KZM —gl 9
MABs = Mean Absolute Bias (slip) = KELS — s (10)
1 5,
POV = — Y 1(a;—a;) (11)

Ni:1

9 A 9), 10914 g, s & N=100, 150, 200 Z7]9] dolHE 29| FE3le] A 7}
A FPPHE AGsie W 29 2 FAACH g s ZHY FEA oIt =3 4
(11)8] PCV(proportion of correct attribute vectors)= 19} 22| A dlo|E oA 2 43
Ao zrutdo] mH Hojels} Ay tolHdA dAske F-E Aste] 1 vles 2
ohs Aol

4, 4

t

BAT Holgel A 7 e 7
e 0 A ek 21 el A 9 4S9 ik ¢ e, A
IS 5 88 il i 29 B Ao} 2 YO T Ao} 449 B A
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33 AA(l: q05, q06, q08, q09 F) T3t AFE HFE FEC] 0%E W w9
SATE AR s BT Aok A, ] £@lA T3 oF Bl

227) Qs ad A8 & o AL E Bl AR 9
AX F&o 92E, AE, A dod EAoly W& APET I

o] FERES WY RO £ OF R WMyl duHoR FHAd o UTA
=, o] dlo|EolAe I i @4 Bol I dlel tigk F714Q1 AP Fasith

X0 Hd o o

=g CDM BN-CDM(uniform) BN-CDM(informative)
o guessing slip guessing slip guessing slip
q0l 127 898 117 .863 124 874
q02 167 728 143 .638 147 .642
q03 163 707 150 .698 162 667
qo4 157 487 154 497 152 512
q05 .361 078 .340 .082 321 .083
q06 342 117 332 .109 .328 .109
qo7 207 446 145 408 157 .398
q08 414 121 408 116 403 115
q09 .389 .098 .301 .043 270 047
qlo 176 .709 145 618 177 610
qll 218 314 .150 226 179 207
ql2 .388 073 250 031 .206 .036
ql3 .052 057 133 .076 131 .087
ql4 .166 530 135 433 174 409
ql5 169 449 128 347 .166 .307
ql6 219 252 153 135 188 104
ql7 114 460 163 372 193 310
ql8 155 414 113 .340 180 279
ql9 .024 219 045 019 .004 .094
q20 165 47 126 743 141 746

oA 7l ALl 2gor T4E e AAZERL FESs EEE R 49
AANF] At 'E 4E AAZE3}Y l";ra"f_ﬂl AYA FY2 RoF=h 24 2 b2
I 3aglol 7P e 5



=
o
Pl
e
s
m
40
W
2
N
e
ro
re
Pl
[al
[
1
o
10
08
k=
no
N
>
0o
2
n
ro
i)
ol
©
©

(informative) YR FoluE 36.6%E A5} Aol BaFre
HoFa glek = oA Jl9] ALl F @ ) olstol MRt ERAES Hols AfE
394%% AASIL gof o] 1F9] TS AT 58 Z2IYE Fesit

' 4oA sy Z2a(11111)9] @ BN-CDM(uniform) 578 %3 71 <%
82l F o] FoN(gist)oll th BN-CDM 4 A= 4] A 5T wsith
HRol g A Z2vd oA BN-CDM3} 1529 (DM 34 A 1 A7t 4
A ok, Shdsky 229 tis A BN-CDM(uniform)o] tTh F F =g o
A8 W2 FgES A Utk E2 o] dFdAE BT B4E 13hd 3 AA dlo]
EloA 228 #o® dA3507] il o= Fxe] oAt 9 & AT vE FHA
eo] Apol7h BAH O R (p <001) 13 AAHoR Z Aolr} Qlrk o]gk Apold] ot
TEA ARNE AA & YA HolAA FAHA GUREE AHFRE HAh= U]
A AT 7FsAE S 4 Atk =3 tie] Thef 1A el g BN-CDMS F784]7}
W52 CDM Ao} 4% 2jo]E Holed|, BN-CDME| H9-ols AR A4 Ao
o Aaglel fARBI AFHQ COMIE 2 o7t o] B4 A 7]1&4d EAE
T3k & o AL B3 side] "k, E 49 shdells A dx8gle] ¢

B33 Sl 571 1AL AA] sl $HHdtgEe] BE By A =

sk ES =
A gtk E=g 2yuity Aty dolzoA ztolg Hol=d|, MEA CDMY| ¢ TR
el sfot FHo] ofH gl oH, BN-CDME 7% the] 3jefo] 7} ofg¢ FEYs HojF
I 9lh

3R 49 58 B9 dAZENRY EEE BHUOE st AR AlEA
Ry FHA 9} QA ZEGY EF YAEPCV)E Hlud A T 5l AAFH] 9
o R 5 AR AEAA Al 7EA 34 B oigk AR daE 2 7E] jEs B
oF1 Itk AR, & Eg5et POV FHo o] H-EF%(maximum  likelihood

estimation) ol 9jEst= AFH CODMY HAa}t 718 a1, BN-CDM(informative)©] ¥
BEA 7P 2 HAE Ho|a BN-CDM(uniform)& 5 714 F44b el $24gke s
Atk 12y BN-CDM(informative)¢] o] 542 ALAFR AAolM A4 2T o]
BEG O 2 151 A8 Age 2345 Jd=z ARAE=E A3 dio|mg BN-(DM
(informative)©] QAU o] EAE HoleAle £ o B ZAPL Basith &4, HE &
7b S713bel| mhek MEAR) CDME #Ap7} AL 02 Zh4dh= Jihd, BN-CDM9| Al
7t mE WA FAaFe FA gtk ol &R AEd 7N BN-CDM9] Hlo|A|d
oA AR FFHo] HolHY HRE hEshs AR Holth A, £ EF

= H
TAME F55 2] HApL 59 fRg HAHG 4§ dagle] AU 2

P A 4
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SR EA=A CDM BN-CDM(uniform) ~ BN-CDM(informative)
00000 d11 177 .183
10000 .006 011 017
01000 .002 .019 012
00100 073 .054 017
00010 051 .044 035
00001 .096 077 102
11000 012 .005 014
10100 .007 .002 .000
10010 .000 .016 .016
10001 .000 .000 .000
01100 .000 .000 .000
01010 012 .033 .025
01001 051 .040 044
00110 .000 .000 .000
00101 012 .004 012
00011 .059 .059 .059
11100 .002 .012 .002
11010 .007 .069 .006
11001 .015 .012 015
10110 .000 .000 .001
10101 .000 .000 .000
10011 .008 .012 .007
01110 .004 .000 .004
01101 .000 .000 .000
01011 041 037 042
00111 .030 .000 030
11110 .038 .047 038
11101 .004 .005 .004

11011 019 .065 019
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QIR Z 2 v CDM BN-CDM(uniform) ~ BN-CDM(informative)
10111 .000 .000 .000
01111 017 .000 017
11111 315 194 316
grammar 436 453 AT7
vocabulary 543 543 547
gist 507 321 .239
specifics 605 579 588
inference 670 508 584

o] A8 F2 FAY AR AZAA DM 444 AT & 9l Ao AL

T3 82 '3 5ol AAEY Utk 4 E 59 W EF HAF AA CDM H S A
ojd ojn|E zh=x AwE Fav} tk 'E 59 AFZ CDM F4 el wad 2
o] FEZE B9 A, "Akgho] AE ol wet 061~ 0858 #EE HRlth o]F Hx
Haks ' 3y FEYHA Aoof w 3 B 4 Qlo, ‘¥ 5

o
g4
rlo
»
w
KS)
L
rlo
4
ol
kS
ol
tlo
—_
(=]
(e}
tol
=
d
ol
£

5
hwy =

ARG Felslor Bk 4
=z X

ATolM 2 F40 BARE AFEEE o THSuE BEeaE 22 7}
AARA B B EEQAR= 008 ~ .0279) 95% A1 Fke] 100 ~1240]| B2 3

A3t AL ) AAZ2RY BFo| AF Rz mIE Pgo] of
A F B B A7t Zasirh o9 thxx 02 BN-CDM(informative) ] H
= CDMS] ¢F 1/4 AEZ wlo|AAd FAWe F34E &T & AT, ol BT B
of 248t ARARE AAY7] wioln AA oyt HHI} §le A 7Usks] of

L.
& #AY TFsAol dnk

[El

5. MZ F7|of ME B 2ot olX] Z2uted Yot #A H|l

kI

guessing slip PCV
N=100 N=150 N=200 N=100 N=150 N=200 N=100 N=150 N=200
CDM 08 .078 071 .061 .060 .054 653 .675  .690

BN-CDM(uniform) 038 03¢ 031 027 023 020 7112 731 737
BN-CDM(nformative) .024  .022 .022 .021 .021 .018 .79 .79% .801

‘® 59 POV %9 F55, 59 oF B dAE Uehls 2 t2He
T UEREE Fo@ Bart itk o] #AE 2T HolH e ALzl
B AEY JIAZERY 7 AYE ARE UEhs AR dF AHER 4T

iyl

H F
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T Atk AEHYA DM B¢ EF YAETE 653 ~69001ER ¥4 Fou qfE AT
B a7tR AR AgER 788 o/, BN-CDM(informative) F .80 B
o BF dAEE Ho| 33 AL 2 JEE & 0k Ty 2T bolg
7 QAT 100%7F obd& zekstd, sl iAol ol i v 2D 7 IA
55 W0%E 7PYsla, AR AE A4$ A5 D Mﬂr BN-CDM(informative) 2] &5
QAEE 47 7, 82 7Mstd AA EF AEE B ~n20/2E T /jAHe A7}
opglon, 53] BN-CDM(informative) | 7% A4 } s AUsA 2 As)
o 7FeAdol Bot £ U R ARAE A wE UE A a7t

Ao ® HZ CDM ¥ F3AM e A LIt H=3 FAAARE I3 CDM &

§ A7 gl B2 s A1k Jrkell: Sessom & Henson, 2018). ©] A<
F 4gA B F v 2AAE B2 dAZERYo] BT ARJAE EA481A] &S F A
=, AA E2AEA @AY B7sl] ofle dA 88l tigk (DM A&-& dgsty] 9
oA 7k 7hsdel g HlolEle] tiaIA ZAKdimensionality testing) $1F-2 =25
ATH(Najera et al, 2000). ©] AT e 5821 AR EfFAFel tigk SATH ZAE
A3l Sorrel(2021)0] A|Fet W8 HEA (parallel analysis)= AA FHL 1 A= 'I8 49
AAE0] Atk T WEH FAE B4 A5 379 a9l FE2F 4 9loH, AR
Ao AL 5709 Fomdk 8R0S 4B o] o] A9 5-821 ¢7] BEF o] SHEA

[e)

=

e - = PC Actug

s - PC Simu

E -- PC Resa

2 Z FA Aclua

z R - FA Simul

E o -~ FA Resarl

el

j

w

o

<

(7]

C

o

g

o

8

™

= X

N

= B A S S

. - TR R T T

T

2 \ Ry

2 iy S

© ~ \x

E A‘&

o T *’—-&

o - “ﬁ"ﬁf"&t'ﬂ“z\tﬁ:ﬁ“ -------------

—A—ATRITE —EITAT AT

T T ‘ I
5 10 15 20

Factor/Component Number

a2l 4. "HE@E M (parallel analysis)
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A5 FH o] gk thete 22X CDMeo] =4¥A 3 Alti7h Ao CDMe
SATH EAd g B2 A7 At SHHAS. 289U A7 (DML T2 iR
A ElolEd 7|xst SATH EA B =S T I AR AETS AFES
B Agsts st n4 e A% g2 vt ok HT DM Bopoll A g
W g g8l ghe CDM 2 e #ado] AFslar 9o, A - AR
AENA AR AES 53 CDM B39 54& o]F7] 943 23 Mdhs} A wo
ZHE T YL o] dAFolxe 2 dole #E FoellA ] 2ol Hjoj A YES
IE o] &3t AR AMZo| el BogH CDME Fue wd 5 A3 A4
g JEA ZAET AT 23 BN-CDMS &71E AE 3704 DM 283
& e B2 /MeAE HAFQtE B8 249 vl AE HA BEE ZA(N=100,
150, 200) BN-CDM®] #ap7} dEZez ¢ Fom, AAZzvd £F IALdNE

BN-CDM©| H u2 23 HoFoith o8 Ade 34 JH& mazos APsie

=
=
<
{0
Bl
ox.
K
>,
)
o
e
do
o
oo
o
__>|’1_'4,
)
12
o
fu
>
02(:‘,
&
%0,
rr
=
o
~
re
o
ol
o
E
lo

1HT deAe AV A, Fof erle dAH A, 55 TEeLd
A=}

T A tigk Z7149 A7 Besith BN-CDMe] 4834 #dste] 28 o] &
AZE He olre AALRIY HATEA obFY BA 2AL A B AFAHY (DM}

=
4

o
R

92 BN-CDM2 o FeHREA] 23S AAdof shs E40] 7] Wi

o Al FAaRAFH FAHL Add 2y TZ LR IA oEE)

3k ¢)7] o] Ao] HA Aok gtk Tt A Y] ¥ 2y AL

7oA P 3 12 FolAe Fd A 2AS FAFI Yoy o] 89

AE Y537 Halire et A7 A3 F2o] Bagh A olthGrabe, 2009). ©
%

:

0 .
2 o
2

i N f{o 2

1o
(E SINS=

[

e
o o rr &
=2 fo rg

o o & oo o o I

EE RS oY e 239 /Wdd Rla #Fo] aFET dF S,
P RS ATl Rl ofF] o] S o] sl el
ATHAlderson et al., 2014; Harding et al., 2015). o]#|¢ F+4-2

of B3t A B¥, S F 7HA $Yo] o= 7FE BEE HoAH 0|5
=2 Y Aths 2102 BN-CDM2 o8& 23S &olaii 288
o] AFH AFA=E 719 & A& Aolnh dH o] AT 1HF QA
gHoloix @A 5747 QRIS 1S Wolu, B FHolA

& & 571(Grabe, 2009), L1 $7] 8(Olsen et al., 2016), Hl7d Z|2](Lee, 1986),

e

)

o

= o A
u_:\% B yo O o
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Udtd F2] 58 (Droop & Verhoeven, 2003) 5= E3sH HAl FoghsAte] ¢7] 58S

o] T X3 g e 239 7H‘Qﬂr *‘Xﬂ A4S 53 7150] Fasit)

Ao} Beste CDM & CDM A4S 9% & O A= AR A
il

o
)
)
ol

(o
ftl
=

i)

2_‘
o

2y ), x3kay( 1 GDM LCDM, GDINA)
5 B 4 QITLi et al, 2015 Ravand & Robitzsch, 2018). I} ©] 01—?50
- ot dlolelol 71xstar glom, 2atede] 74 B AR ofye} 1A el
7+ WA (interaction effects) o & By 8% A TAZE ST & ATHYi, 2018).
ATt AEAA CDMO 28 a4 £7He Aoy A= o8 239 F4vt 9A
ZEHY £ F40 o= Ax FIFe WA=A LEA A drke Aolth o] ATl
+ BN-CDM9| A&l mye] tAe] mE 34 A3E vlwshA| ¢dal, wd oA
CDM A& 23 deidolx WA es= DINA B3l =3lstoitt. 12y 2%
AR 2]l o AR 7 2y Aelo] wE IAZ=9d o e} AT Wt e
CDM®] 719k Aol RE=A] AAFojof & Aot

A, COM 283 #dsto] T3 st e 19978 &3 7Ll
o AF7HA ol B7ke] CDM A7eF & AFA R 7]Eel on JEE AY

St —’N/] L = wAPE 23S WEEor sk FAE
o] o] ol & oA te] BHEPE 35 A
of 785l 7t w2 A9 AR dee ¢
| A v &3e gt shdd
& FAolth. 11 o]fr= @0l Bk &
TS A&H o7 Jpdsfor &7 wzolth
2 S AR oflg} 3 el
olfrol7|% st} o|¢} wHste] P-2lof W& A

AGAE M= FEAR] w5eo] 24 H
MJABT= AH9e w }} Agdste] EAW A A
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